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THIS WEER’S NEWS 


; PAGE 
THE MEMBERS Of the team representative of the building 
industry and allied professions to visit the United 
States under the auspices of the Anglo-American 
Productivity Council to study building methods and 
practice have been announced. The party sails on 
July 16. 2 


‘ QUESTIONS relating to a variety of subjects connected 
with architectural practice were answered by Mr. 
Charles Woodward, A.R.I.B.A., and Mr. Sydney 
Redfern, LL.B., at a meeting of the Royal Institute 
of British Architects on June 21. 4 


‘THE REPORT of the assessor, Mr. Edward Maufe, R.A., 
in the competition for a proposed Royal Naval Air 
Service Memorial at Lee-on-Solent is given, together 
with extracts from that of the winners of the com- 
petition, Mr. J. C. Smith, A.R.I.B.A., and Mr. L. K. 
Pallister, A.R.I.B.A., whose design is illustrated. 8 


A FULL LIsT of the elected Council officers of the Royal 
Institute of British Architects for the session 1949-50 
is given on page 8 


THE THEATRE RoyAL, Bournemouth, built in 1882 
and destroyed by fire in 1943, has recently been 
reopened as a modern theatre following remodelling to 
designs prepared by Messrs. Alfred and Vincent Burr, 
F, and L.R.I.B.A. (John Hickie, assistant architect 
in charge). The building is described and illustrated. 10 


A HANDBOOK has been published by the National 
Federation of Building Trades Employers dealing 
with the application of incentive payments to building 
work. A memorandum which accompanies the 
handbook is reprinted and some comments on the 
memorandum and on the examples given in the hand- 
book are contributed by “* Cain” (V. C. Abell). Two 
of the example schemes contained in the handbook 
are also given. 18 


A SCHEME which, it is anticipated, will completely 
reorganise the development of training arrangements 
for part-time students of management in industry 
and commerce has been announced by the Ministry of 


Education. 21 


TuE British Iron and Steel Federation’s principal 
arguments against the Iron and Steel Bill are set 
forth in a booklet recently published by the Federation. 
An introduction to the booklet accuses the Govern- 
ment of pressing the Bill through Parliament against 
the weight of argument ; by use of the guillotine and 
an overwhelming and uncritical majority ; and by 
modification of the Constitution. a2 


A PROVISIONAL COMMITTEE has been set up by the 
Scottish War Memorial Advisory Council to explore 
the possibility of restoring the Hall of Parliament at 
Stirling Castle as a Scottish national war memorial of 
the second world war. 26 


INCENTIVE PAYMENTS: FURTHER 
REPORT 


THE commencement of the final lap of the two years’ 

period during which the provisions of the National 
Settlement of October, 1947, have been under trial has been 
marked by the publication by the National Federation of 
an explanatory memorandum on the application of incentive 
payments to building work.* 

Slim volume as it is (40 pp. and cover) it contains much 
of the information on the operation of incentives which 
has come to light as the result of experience during the 
past 18 months since the National Settlement. A full 
summary of this information, and two of the examples of 
schemes in operation, are printed elsewhere in this issue, 
together with some comments on the schemes by Mr. V. C. 
Abell (‘‘ Cain’). It is worth emphasising here that the 
memorandum, which has been issued to the 17,000 members 
of the National Federation, is not an instruction, but is 
rather issued for their guidance and to stimulate discussion 
so that builders of all types and sizes in all parts of the 
country may benefit from the experience of their colleagues 
and so more easily understand and introduce incentive 
schemes. 

The policy of the Federation is one of encouraging its 
members to operate bonusing schemes, with the object of 
increasing individual and collective productivity and reduc- 
ing building costs. The word “encouraging” is used 
deliberately, for the operation of a scheme by an employer 
is permissive ; that is, the National Settlement of October, 
1947, does not make it compulsory on him to institute a 
scheme. That having been said, the Federation does 
strongly advocate all employers, both in their own and the 
national interests, to institute bonusing schemes wherever 
possible. 

It is recognised that the application of systems of bonus 
payments is by no means simple, even for repetitive work 
such as housing, while for maintenance and repair work the 
problems involved in establishing a workable system may 
be considerable. No good purpose would be served by 
over-simplifying the problem or by refusing to recognise 
that in all jobs there are incalculable factors, such as weather 
and delays in the arrival of materials, which add to the 
difficulties. That having been said, it is true to add that 
** if it can be measured it can be bonused ”’ and that, given 
the will, there are probably few jobs which cannot be the 
subjects of a satisfactory bonusing scheme. The back- 
ground to all schemes must be a good relationship between 
masters and men. If this exists, then the principle of 
** taking the rough with the smooth” (the rough represent- 
ing those jobs which are unbonusable or for which the pre- 
paration of a scheme is not practicable or economic) will 
be more readily acceptable. There must, in fact, be an 
active desire on the part of the builder to give his men every 
reasonable opportunity to earn above the basic wage ; 
equally, it is to be remembered that there is a not inconsider- 
able addition to administrative costs in operating incentive 
schemes of the order of between 3 and 4 per cent. of wages 
paid, and the men must be ready to accept that there are 
certain jobs which do not readily lend themselves to bonus- 
ing, and that these jobs must nevertheless be done. 

Experience during the past 18 months has shown that, 
in general, the operatives’ fear of incentives has been 
liquidated and that bonusing is steadily gaining in popu- 

*“ Application of Incentive Payments to Building Work : Interim Explana- 


tory Memorandum, with some Examples of Schemes in Operation.” Issued 
by the National Federation of Building Trades Employers, 82, New Cavendish- 


Street, W.1. 
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larity. On the employers’ side there has also been an 
increase in the numbers of firms operating schemes, and 
these firms are for the most part enthusiastic about the 
results achieved in increasing output. A better spirit has 
been noted on jobs where schemes are in operation and 
there is no evidence that craftsmanship is suffering, though 
it is probable that there is some added strain on supervisors. 
It would, however, be unrealistic to pretend that there is, 
as yet, any unanimity among employers. There are a 
number of regional *‘ pockets of resistance ”’ where builders 
are opposed to incentives in principle ; and many individual 
builders, mostly firms engaged in a wide variety of small 
works or in maintenance, experience difficulties in operating 
schemes. In both these main groups there are, it is thought, 
many builders who have not really got to grips with the 
problem and others who are genuinely puzzled by the figures 
and forms which necessarily are involved. 

It is highly important, in our view, that before next 
October all builders not. yet operating schemes should 
review their position. This especially applies to firms 
engaged in housing. If it is true that the application of 
scientific bonusing schemes has stepped-up production and 
lowered real] costs, then employers owe it both to the country 
and to the industry to institute incentive schemes on the 
widest possible scale. Under conditions of full employ- 
ment, it is vital that wages should be linked with output, 
and with output only ; this means the continuation, in 
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October next, of the National Settlement’s terms. The 
biggest factor which might operate against this extension 
would be the upholding of any claim by the operatives’ 
federations that insufficient opportunity was being given by 
the main body of employers to operatives to earn up to 
20 per cent. above the prescribed rate. If this claim were 
upheld, a possible development would be a demand by the 
operatives for an increase in plain time rates, a demand 
which would be out of harmony with the Government’s 
wages policy and could hardly be acceptable by the industry. 

Clearly the answer lies in all employers and operatives 
affirming the intention to make the principle of incentives 
work. It would be unwise if the belief gained ground that 
the building industry could solve within two years a problem 
with which the engineering industry has been grappling for 
70 years ; it would be equally unwise not to recognise that 
in this matter time is not on our side, or to think that indi- 
vidual builders can stand aside while others test the market 
for them. Targets are double-edged weapons, but we shall 
hope that the building employers up and down the country 
will set themselves the target of examining with an open mind, 
where they have not already so done, the whole question of 
incentive bonus payments (and here they will find the 
National Federation’s booklet of great help). If by October 
the majority of builders have accepted the principle and 
pievs have been taken to apply this principle to all housing 
chemes in the country, the rest should follow. 
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it should be, and the decoration in no 
way would detract from the players. It 
cannot be said that the elevational treat- 


nised, labelled it: “This is a cow”? This 
“ austeriture” is the fashion of to-day; 
in years to come, what monotonous drab- 
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The Essential Commodity ! 


HAs the comparatively short period of 
architectural austerity gained such 
a hold on us that future work will suffer 
in quality because of its unwelcomed in- 
trusion upon the contemporary scene? 
While admitting that austerity in build- 
ing has in many cases introduced a puri- 
fying note into design, its attendant dan- 
ger of a lowered standard of quality is 
something at all cost to be guarded 
against. It is perhaps in school design 
that this aspect of the question is most 
clearly seen to-day. Many new schools 
have been, and are being, built—the 
majority of them on anything but austerity 
lines—yet many of the hallmarks of low 
cost and restricted building are present in 
their design, especially in the somewhat 
whimsical use in many cases of modern 
synthetic materials; on the other hand, 
great expense is frequently incurred to 
achieve a particular decorative effect 
which could be criticised on the grounds 
of its doubtful lasting qualities as art. 

Such a state of affairs is fairly under- 
standable so soon after a world upheaval, 
but, on the other hand, expensive build- 
ing is presumably permanent building— 
it is the test of architectural talent in 
design that work must stand the test of 
time—and on this score we frequently 
have qualms for much of the well-lauded 
work of to-day. 

It would appear to be a question of 
balance in judgment. The day of excit- 
ing new effects has passed in favour of 
a new humanistic criterion, where quality 
can be expressed in terms: of fine 
basic materials, sensitively used, in terms 
of restrained and measured design. 


Exhibition of Model Theatres. 


THe Architectural Association School 
of Architecture has an exhibition of model 
theatres on view at the Building Centre, 
9, Conduit-street, W.1. These scale models 
—by fourth-year students—show great 
skill in execution and study of theatre 
requirements; and, no doubt, the details 
of planning and acoustic qualities would 
meet the requirements demanded of the 
L.C.C. for such buildings. The keynote 
of the interior treatment is simplicity, as 


ment suggests the purpose of the build- 
ings. Are there no arts but the Dramatic 
Arts? Surely our sculptors might be 
called in to make the building distinctive 
from a warehouse or block of offices! 
What decorative charades might be got 
from the picturesque costumes of the 
Beggars’ Opera or the history of the stage 
from early days. The purposes of most 
theatres to-day is announced by gaudy 
posters, yet it is not necessary to wander 
up and down Gower-street to find Eustace 
Frere’s Academy of Dramatic Art, for the 
sculptured figures at the entrance an- 
nounce the building’s purpose. We ask 
the question: should the design of a build- 
ing denote its purpose, or should it be 
necessary to label it, as did the artist who, 
fearing his effort would not be recog- 


ness will prevail, the buildings being but 
backgrounds for neon signs or automatic 
flash lights. 

Architects are not always artists; let 
them give a chance to the sculptors, car- 
vers and other decorative artists. 


Building Team to Visit U.S.A. 


THE building industry team to visit 
the United States under the auspices of 
the Anglo-American Productivity Coun- 
cil has now been announced. This team 
of investigation will be competent to pass 
judgment on American technique, to ex- 
amine the quality and cost, as well as the 
rate of construction, to investigate the 
influences of industrial practices on the 
restriction or promotion of output and 
to report on the extent to which Ameri- 





PROJECT FOR A THEATRE SCHOOL. Model of scheme by F. J. Howard, 


Architectural Association School of Architecture (Fourth Year). 


(See Note.) 
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PROJECT FOR THEATRE SCHOOL. 


can methods are suitable for adoption 
in this country, with or without modi- 
fication of existing customs and prac- 
tices, and having regard to British build- 
ing standards, _ f 

The team will sail on July 16, and 
after spending six weeks in the United 
States will arrive home on September 9. 
The leader will be Mr. Robert O. Lloyd, 
O.B.E., of the firm of Lloyd and Cross 
Ltd., Birkenhead, senior vice-president of 
the National Federation of Building 
Trades Employers, and the secretary, 
Mr. Charles Gordon Rowlands, M.A., 
secretary of the Employers’ Federation. 
The full membership of the team is as 
follows :— 

Supervisory Group: Mr. R. O. Lloyd, O.B.E., 
master builder, Lloyd & Cross, Ltd., Birken- 
head; Mr. C. Douglas Calverley, civil engineer- 
ing and building contractor, George Calverley 
& Sons (Contractors), Ltd., Leicester; Mr. W. 
Horsfall, general builder and contractor, George 
Horsfall & Son, Liversedge, Yorkshire; Mr. 
N. S. Farrow, M.B.E., civil engineer and build- 
ing contractor, Howard Farrow, Ltd., London, 

-W.11; Mr. R. S. Gray, building contractor, 
Charles. Gray (Builders), Ltd., Dundee; Mr. 
W. R. Cowen, plumbing and heating contractor, 
resident of the Federation of Associations of 

ialists and Sub-Contractors, Brook Green, 
London, W.14. 

Technicians’ Group: Mr. Michael T. Water- 
house, president of the Royal Institute of 
British Architects, London; Mr. R. H. Matthew, 
architect to the London County Council; Mr. 
T. C. Hill, quantity surveyor, J. P. Allen & Hill, 
Jesmond, Newcastle-on-Tyne; Mr. M. H. Thack- 
Tay, quantity surveyor, Franklin & Andrews, 
London. 

Workshop Group: Mr. J. P. Bates, plumber, 
G. N. Haden, Ltd., London; Mr. F. W. Beazley, 
of the National Federation of Building Trades 
Operatives, ndon; Mr. -- d Glarke, 
plasterer, Lowe, Son & Heyes, Ltd., Bolton; Mr. 
W. R. Johnstone, carpenter and joiner. Dove 
Bros., Ltd., London; Mr. G. Lloyd, painter and 
decorator, Neath; Mr. J. H. McKechnie, clerk 
of works and bricklayer, Borough of Motherwell 

Wishaw Town Hall. 


R.LB.A. Council Elections. 

THE announcement of the result of the 
Council elections at the R.I.B.A. on June 
‘1 was an occasion not without its lighter 
side. After Mr. Waterhouse, the Presi- 
dent, had proposed a vote of thanks to 
the scrutineers for their labours, Mr. 
E. G. Allen, F.R.I.B.A., Chairman of the 
Scrutineers, in reply, said two things 
had occurred this year which perhaps 
called for mention. One was that over 
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Model of scheme by W. J. G. Godwin, 
Architectural Association School of Architecture (Fourth Year.) (See Note.) 


80 envelopes were posted too late to be 
received in time for the count; they were 
not posted until the day when they should 
have been received, so obviously they 
failed to score. The other was that only 
three voters failed to record the right 
number of votes in the Licentiate class, 
which only needed one vote. He there- 
fore concluded that architects were 
improving somewhat in their arithmetic. 

Mr. Allen added that he was sorry to 
say that nobody enclosed a postal order 
for them this year. 


W. J. Wills. 


ON June 30, Mr. W. J. Wills retired at the 
age of 75, after 30 years’ service on the 
staff of The Builder, and nearly 50 
years in architectural journalism. Walter 
Wills has thus been known to two gen- 
erations of London architects, many of 
whom have had occasion to acknowledge 
his help and have benefited by his ex- 
perience, and all of whom, we believe, 
are glad to call him friend. 

The thanks of the profession were 
gracefully conveyed by Professor A. E. 
Richardson, R.A., at a luncheon last 
week, at which the following were pre- 
sent: A. C. Fare, R.W.A., Hugh Martin- 
Kaye, H. L. Childe, S. W. Newbery, 
G. J. Howling, Hon. A.R.I.B.A., W. D. 
Bryant and Ian M. Leslie. 

“ The Builder,” said Professor Richard- 
son, “has always been the foremost jour- 
nal of the profession. It is the one 
paper that is read, and it is the one paper 
not given to pseudo-engineering; it is the 
One journal devoted to art. Wills’s con- 
tribution to the paper has been a great 
one. We architects owe much to him; 
his kindness in our salad days when we 
had our difficulties and things were not 
so hopeful as they now are, his helpful 
criticisms and his knowledge—these 
things were appreciated by us very much 
indeed. Wills has brought an element of 
sunlight into the drabness of architecture. 
I well remember the days of Hitler’s war 
when Wills would greet us with the 
words: ‘I have just seen a wonderful 
thing—I think it’s a Constable,’ and all 
the greyness of life would be swept aside. 
Upright and genuine, Wills’s contacts 
with architects have always been good. 
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I have never heard him say an unkind 
thing about another architect. 

* And now he is retiring, but I would 
remind him that where one box closes 
another opens. We retire on paper, so 
to speak, but not from the paper. For 
him this is only a transition, and in the 
next ten years he must not relax for a 
moment but pack into his days such ex- 
periences as never before; while he has 
an interest in drawing, an interest in news 
and the backing of this noble paper, I 
am sure he will not regret it.” 

Professor Richardson’s tribute was 
seconded by Mr. G. J. Howling, Hon. 
A.R.LB.A., in what he described as “a 
yard of rhymed couplets,” whose final 
stanza Wills’s many friends will wish to 
echo :— 

Hail! as we said before, but not farewell! 

For you the Fates all Happiness foreiell. 

To you we drain our glasses to the end-— 
ConNOISSEUR, ARTIST and a Rea Goop FrigenpD! 


A Railway Appointment. 

Tue Railway Executive, British Rail- 
ways, has appointed Mr. H. H. Powell 
B.Arch.(L’pool), A.R.I.B.A., as Archi- 
tect to the Civil Engineer to the Eastern 
Region. 

Professional Announcements. 

Mr. Ceci. Masey, F.R.I.B.A., has re- 
moved his offices from 15, Adeline-place, 
Bedford-place, W.C.1, to 124, Stafford- 
road, Wallington, Surrey (tel. Wallington 


6994). 
Messrs. COVELL AND MATTHEWS, 
architects, closed their offices at 299, 


Mitcham-road, S.W.17, on June 24, and 
reopened at their new address, 48, Sey- 
mour-street, Portman-square, W.], om 
Monday, June 27 (tel. Paddington 6188). 


COMING EVENTS 


Tuesday, July 5. 

MAIDSTONE ASSOCIATION OF BUILDING 
TRADES EmpLoyers.—Maidstone Borough 
Charter Centenary Celebrations luncheon. 
Royal Star Hotel, Maidstone. 12.30 p.m. 


Thursday, July 7. 
Houstnc CENTRE Trust.—Tour of St~ 
Pancras housing estates. Coaches from 13, 
Suffolk-street, Haymarket, S.W.1. 2 p.m. 


Friday, July 8. 

INSTITUTION OF SANITARY ENGINEERS.— 
Annual meeting and address by Mr. Hugh 
Ramsey, M.I.C.E., chief engineer, South 
Essex Waterworks Company. Caxton Hall, 
Westminster. 5.15 p.m. 


FROM “THE BUILDER” OF 1849 
Saturday, June 30, 1849. 

The Drainage of Goulston-street and 
the neighbourhood of Whitechapel.— 
A long report was presented by Messrs. 
Phillips and Gotto, surveyors, on the state 
of Goulston-street, and the neighbour- 
hood of Whitechapel, which stated that 
their attention had been especially direc- 
ted to an area of about nine acres in 
that vicinity, with a population of 3,674 
persons, or about an average of nine to 
each house. The consequence of this 
overcrowding was the accumulation of 
more than the usual amount of filth, and 
the cause of much disease, vice and 
misery. Very many of the houses have 
neither yards, sinks nor other convenien- 
ces and no sort of provision for drainage 
or ventilation. Being aware that 
cholera had in many places recently re- 
appeared, and that several malignant 
cases had occurred in this place, they 
urged upon the commissioners the impor- 
tance and necessity of enforcing sanitary 
regulations without delay. 

[From a report of the proceedings of 
the Court of the Metropolitan Coramis- 
sion of Sewers.] 
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ARCHITECTURAL [PRACTICE 
Some Questions and Answers at the R.I.B.A. 


QUEST IONS relating to architectural 
practice were answered by Mr. 
CHARLES Woopwarp, A.R.I.B.A., and 
Mr. SYDNEY REDFERN, LL.B., at a meet- 
ing of the Royal Institute of British Archi- 
tects on June 21. Mr. Michael Water- 
house, the President, was in the chair. 

The early questions dealt with were 
those of which advance notice had been 
given, and following is a summary of the 
proceedings : — 

Architectural Criticism. 

Mr. CHARLES WoopwarpD: The first 
question is in two parts, the first of which 
is this: Is a critic free to express his 
opinion of an architectural design without 
being involved in an action for defama- 
tion? 

MR. SYDNEY REDFERN: It is not pos- 
sible for anybody to do anything without 
being involved in the possibility of litiga- 
tion, but, as I understand the question, it 
means: Can a critic of a design be suc- 
cessfully sued for defamation? If he has 
merely uttered an opinion, he cannot. An 
Opinion is not a statement of fact. If the 
Opinion that he expresses is his correct 
and honest opinion, however misguided it 
may be or may be thought to be, he is 
exempt from any real risk of litigation. 

MR. Woopwarb: The second part of 
the question is: Is a critic free to express 
his opinion on a method of construction 
without being involved in an action for 
defamation? 

Mr. REDFERN: Again it depends upon 
the circumstances in which the opinion is 
given. If it is given to a client, of course, 
it is privileged. If it is used maliciously, 
to interfere with somebody’s production, 
it would not be privileged, and might land 
the critic in trouble. But if an architect is 
asked to express his opinion to a client 
on a certain proposed form of construc- 
tion, it is his duty to give an honest and 
‘competent opinion, and he is exempt from 
any risk. 

_ Mr. Woopwarp: I take it that his criti- 
cism must be based on facts which are 
already facts, 

Mr. REDFERN: I would not go quite as 
far as that. I think that if an architect 
is asked by a client whether he would 
advise a certain form of construction and 
the architect thinks that it is an inappro- 
priate or inefficient form of construction, 
it is his duty to tell his client so, and if 
he is performing a duty his communica- 
tion is privileged. 

Terms for Purchase of Practice. 

_ MR. Woopwarp: The second question 
is: What are the customary terms for 
buying an architectural practice? I think 
this can be divided into two portions: 
first, buying an architectural practice, and, 
secondly, buying a partnership in an 
architectural practice. I think those are 
two different aspects of the same thing. 

_ If I were buying an architectural prac- 
tice, my terms would probably be one and 
a half to two years’ purchase on the aver- 
age of the preceding three years’ net 
profits, but I should want a probationary 
period of at least six months, in order to 
see whether the clients of the late archi- 
tect liked or did not like my tie, because 
if the clients do not like the architect who 
is buying the practice it is, of course, no 
use his buying it, because the clients 
would not employ him. 

When you are buying a partnership I 
think the position is rather different, be- 
cause you will be associating with a per- 
son who has already got an established 
practice, and you can by that means 


become acquainted with his clients, and 
when he retires you would naturally fall 
into the practice. 

Those are my own views only on this 
particular question. 

MR. REDFERN: It is a very difficult ques- 
tion to answer in general, because the 
answer must deperid very largely upon 
the nature of the practice. Some practices 
must be very much more personal than 
others. A small practice or even a large 
practice dealing with comparatively large 
numbers of smallish jobs, estate jobs, and 
so forth, must be more marketable than 
the practice of, say, Sir Giles Scott, which 
is unpurchasable, so that it is really 
impossible to give a general answer. 


Consent to Photograph. 


Mr. WoopwarpD: The third question 
is this: Is an architect’s consent necessary 
to photographs of his building being 
taken and published? That is a question 
of copyright which Mr. Redfern will pro- 
bably deal with. 

Mr. REDFERN: It is not an infringement 
of copyright to take a photograph of a 
building. It is an infringement of copv- 
right to take a photograph of the draw- 
ings from which the building has been 
erected. 

Mr. Woopwarp: If photographs are 
taken would the architect have any right 
to direct what portion of the building 
should be taken or published? 

Mr. REDFERN: None whatever. He 
has put a building up and it is there for 
everybody to see and therefore for every- 
body to photograph. 

Scale of Charges. 

Mr. WoopwarD: The next question 
concerns the Scale of Charges, and it is 
particularly directed to the fees charge- 
able for sketch plans in accordance with 
the scale. Perhaps I had better read the 
particular section of the scale, in order 
that you may understand the question. 
It says: “ For taking client’s instructions, 
preparing sketch designs sufficient to indi- 
cate the architect’s interpretation of the 
client’s instructions (but not in detail, 
adequate to enable quantities to be pre- 
pared) and making an approximate 
estimate of cost, the charge is on quantum 
meruit and should not exceed one-sixth 
of the percentage stated in Clause 2 (a) 
or 2 (b), as the case may be, on the 
estimated cost of such works.” 

The question is: what is the meaning 
of “ quantum meruit’” and on what basis 
would sketch drawings be valued under 
this clause, and, secondly, is it possible 
that the wording of the clause would 
result in different valuations being given 
by, say, six architects? 

Quantum meruit is, I think, a legal term 
and perhaps Mr. Redfern would define 
It. 

Mr. REDFERN: Quantum meruit means 
what the job is worth. 

In regard to the question: “Is it pos- 
sible that the wording of the clause would 
result in different valuations being given 
by, say, six architects? ” I should say that 
it is inevitable, because no two men think 
the same thing is worth the same amount, 
unless perhaps it is a bar of gold or some 
shares in the Imperial Chemicals quoted 
on the Stock Exchange. I think this is 
a horrible clause in the scale, a dreadful 
clause, because they start with what it is 
worth, then put a maximum on, and there 
has’ been probably a tendency in the 
Courts to regard that maximum as a 
minimum. It is a thoroughly unworkable 
clause if people get at cross purposes. 

Mr. WoopwarD: It really means, then, 
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that there is no method or basis of calcu- 
lation; it is merely a matter of opinion? 

Mr. REDFERN : I think everybody has 
his own basis. There is no basis laid 
down in the scale. It says: “ what it is 
worth,” and that leaves the matter entirely 
at large, either in the hands of the judge 
or in the hands of the six architects who 
have been mentioned, to say what they 
all think, and ] think that probably if you 
did have half a dozen men on it they 
would add up their fees and divide the 
total by six. 


Copyright of Drawings. 

Mr. WoopwarD: The next question is 
this: A building put up twenty years ago 
was designed by an architect and he was 
paid his full fees. Before the war the 
owner sold the house and unfortunately 
during the war it was completely de- 
stroyed, but it did rank for a cost of 
works payment for the rebuilding. Now 
the second owner, having discovered the 
drawings, wishes to use them to rebuild 
the premises he bought, but the first archi- 
tect says: “ No. My copyright is in those 
drawings and if you attempt to use them 
I shall go to the Court and ask the Court 
to restrain you.” In those circumstances, 
what is the legal position? 

Mr. REDFERN: | will invite Mr. Wood- 
ward to give his views about this. 

Mr. WoopwarD: I should have 
thought that the second owner would 
have the right to use those drawings for 
the purpose of reinstating the premises, 
always assuming that when he bought the 
premises he also took the drawings with 
the conveyance, because, of course, the 
drawings themselves, regarded as chat- 
tels, belong to the client, and I think I 
am right in saying that he would have 
the power to assign those drawings to 
anyone who bought his property. There- 
fore I should have thought that, provided 
you are reinstating the premises exactly 
as they were before they were damaged, 
you are entitled to use those drawings 
for that particular purpose without in- 
fringing the copyright of the original 
architect. 

Mr. REDFERN: Yes. I think the matter 
really depends on the implication of a 
licence. When an architect has been 
paid for preparing drawings, he impliedly 
grants to his client a licence to reproduce 
those drawings in the form of a building 
on the particular selected site once, and 
I think that it must follow from that that 
restoration, in the case of destruction by 
fire or other means, is included in that 
licence. There has been no decision on 
the point, but about a year ago I had a 
case of an architect who actually: issued 
a writ claiming an injunction (I have not 
heard anything about it for about a year), 
so some architect and some member of 
my profession evidently think that an 
architect can prevent anybody rebuilding 
a destroyed building according to his 
plans. I personally dissent. I think if 
that matter ever came before a Court the 
judge would say it was not fit subject 
matter for an injunction and that he 
would assess, if anything, nominal dam- 
ages. But it has never come before the 
Courts. 


Photostat Copies of Plans. 

Mr. Woopwarp: The next question 
concerns a corporation which is having 
photostat copies made, without the per- 
mission of either the client or the archi- 
tect, of plans which were deposited by 
the architect for the purpose of bye-law 
and town-planning approval. Apparently 
the client was in negotiation with the 
corporation to buy the land, but that 
has lapsed, and the corporation 1s ap- 
parently going to develop the site itself. 
The’ question is: Has the corporation 
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any right to take photostat copies of 
plans which were deposited by a private 
owner in order to obtain bye-law and 
town-planning approval? Of course, one 
would have thought that the corporation 
had no right whatever, but if the corpora- 
tion did copy these plans without the 
consent of the person who deposited the 

Jans, it would be liable for infringement 
of copyright. The question is put in two 
ways. What is the legality of this pro- 
ceeding from the clicnt’s point of view 
and from the point of view of infringe- 
ment of copyright? I suppose that, from 
the client’s point of view, the drawings 
belong to him and he could give per- 
mission probably for the use of the draw- 
ings, but that would not prevent the 
architect, 1 think, from proceeding for 
infringement of the copyright, which, of 
course, belongs to the architect. 

Mr. REDFERN: It seems that this cor- 
poration is proceeding in accordance 
with the highest tradition of corpora- 
tions, or those with which I have come 
into contact. I think there is no doubt 
that to take copies in the way in question 
is an infringement of the architect’s copy- 
right, and I believe that the corporation 
could be restrained from doing it, and 
possibly mulcted in damages. 


Signing of Documents. 

Mr. WoopwarD: 
concerns the contract again. In the 
Articles of Agreement it is stated: “ And 
whereas the said drawings numbered .. . 
to. . . inclusive and the said bills of 
quantities have been signed by or on 
behalf of the parties hereto.” The ques- 
tion is: Where the clients sign only the 
printed document and do not sign either 
the drawings or the bills of quantities, is 
that in order? Is it a proper method of 
entering into the contract? You will 
have noticed that I read out the words: 
“have been signed by or on behalf of 
the parties hereto”; that is, the bills of 
quantities and the drawings, so I assume 
from that that the architect would be 
quite entitled to sign the drawings and 
the bills of quantities on behalf of his 
client. The client, of course, must sign 
the printed document. I should not have 
thought that there was any objection to 
the architect signing the bills of quanti- 
ties and the drawings on behalf of his 
client. 

Mr. REDFERN: Of course, it is a ques- 
tion of whether he is authorised to do so. 
If I were an architect, before I signed 
anything on behalf of anybody else I 
should make quite sure that I was autho- 
tised to do so. I cannot see why, when a 
client is being asked to sign the contract, 
he cannot also be asked to sign the draw- 
ings, which he has presumably approved. 
If he has not approved of them, J do 
not see how the architect can assume 
that he is authorised to sign on behalf of 
the client, but I think the mere non- 
signature of the plans, assuming it to be 
shown that they had been seen and ap- 
proved by the client, would not have any 
effect on the legality of the contract. 
Enjoyment of Light. 

Mr. WoopwarbD: The next question is 
a little complicated, and I do not know 
whether I can make it clear. Large pre- 
mises in London, consisting of buildings 
and open space, are sold in two or more 
parcels (that is, divisions of land). The 
vendor decides the party lines separating 
the various parts, and in one case shows 
the party line in the centre of a wall 
part of which is external and has win- 
dows overlooking the area space not part 
of the conveyed portion. What rights 
of enjoyment of light has the purchaser, 
and may a wall with windows become a 
party wall, and, if the vendor desires at 
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any time to seal the windows, does_he 
give notice under the London Building 
Act and can his notice be resisted? 

I do not think the London Building 
Act comes into this at all. I should have 
thought it was a mere matter of convey- 
ance by the vendor, but I am not quite 
certain about that. At all events, if there 
is a wall, with a window in it, which be- 
comes a partv wall by reason of buildings 
being put on either side, then, of course, 
under the Building Act the district sur- 
veyor could not accept any window in a 
party wall, but I think you could get a 
waiver from the London County Council 
itself to a retention of the window in the 
party wall. I think that, if property is 
conveyed with a window in it, the vendor 
impliedly, presumably, grants the rights, 
whatever rights there are, to that particu- 
lar window, and the person on the adjoin- 
ing plot of land which he has bought 
would have to suffer those rights. 

Mr. REDFERN: I think you are right. 
If a man sells land without qualification, 
he sells with it all the rights which he 
himself had in it at the moment of sale. 
If he had a window and a right to retain 
that window, I think that passes with the 
conveyance of the property. 

I do not know whether this question 


5 


is merely academic or whether it is prac- 
tical, because it is an extraordinary thing 
to sell property in that way without mak- 
ing most specific provision for rights of 
light (either they are to be retained or 
they are excluded) in the conveyance. 


Charging of Fees. 
_ Mr. Woopwarp: The last written ques- 
tion concerns fees in a case which fre- 
quently happens, I imagine, where you 
have prepared drawings and made appli- 
cations and then the building licence is 
refused. The question is: What are the 
correct fees to charge for eight sketch 
drawings for a project which consists of 
a house and a shop, etc., to cost under 
£4,000? Where the cost is under £4,000, 
the fees can be anything from 6 per cent. 
to 10 per cent. under the new scale, so 
that one cannot say what the percentage 
should be where the cost is under £4,000. 
The questioner also wants to know 
how he should charge for making appli- 
cations to the local authorities under 
town-planning bye-laws, and so on, and 
applications for licences. I think the 
short answer is that his drawings, pro- 
vided they are what we know as working 
drawings, plus a _ specification, would 
entitle him to two-thirds of the proper 
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REPLACING STAINED GLASS, CANTERBURY CATHEDRAL. 





At the 


beginning of the war the stained glass in Canterbury Cathedral was removed 
for safe keeping. Now it is being replaced, under the direction of Mr. Samuel 


Caldwell, glazier to the Dean and Chapter. 


The illustration shows a panel 


being replaced in the east window of the Chapter House. 
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percentage charge. For all services out- 
side the making of the working drawings 
and specification he would charge under 
the scale having regard to the amount of 
work done. 

The only point that occurs to me is 
this, that this work cannot be proceeded 
with because a building licence cannot be 
obtained, and presumably the architect, 
instead of charging his full fees, would 
make some reasonable arrangement with 
his client, so that when a building licence 
was granted the work would go on. 


Refusal of Licence. 

Mr. E. G. ALLEN: May I ask whether 
the refusal of a licence to do the work 
is equivalent to frustration and therefore 
a architect would not get anything at 
all? 
Mr. Woopwarp: I think one would 
have to ask first what inquiries the archi- 
tect made about the possibility of getting 
the licence. If he had made inquiries and 
was justified in thinking that when he 
made his application he would get a 
licence, I think there is no question of 
frustration, but, if he went blindly ahead 
and prepared elaborate drawings and 
made applications, and so on, and the 
licence was refused, I think it quite pos- 
sible that the client would object to pay 
for what was really wasted expenditure. 

Mr. Victor KERR: This raises a very 
big question. It is not possible in prac- 
tice to advise a client in advance of the 
possibility of obtaining a licence, except 
in very exceptional cases. An architect 
may say to his client: “I think you 
should spend £500, because I think there 
is a chance of getting a licence,” but he 
cannot say definitely one way or the 
other, Can the onus properly be thrown 
upon the client of instructing his archi- 
tect to spend his money when there is 
no official formal information upon 
which he can rely? 

Mr. WoopwarD: I think the answer to 
that is to be found in the guidance given 
by the Ministry of Works to applicants 
for licences. It is said there quite dis- 
tinctly that, if you want to know in quite 

neral terms whether or not a licence is 
fikel to be granted, you can write to the 
Ministry and they will tell you. They 
have said that quite definitely. } 

Mr. Kerr: That is the official view, 
but in point of fact we all know that in 
practice that is only an opinion, because 
we may be discouraged by the Ministry 
of Works, but three months later we send 
in our plans and to our astonishment we 
get a licence. : 

Mr. Woopwarp: I think that, when 
it is not possible to find out fairly de- 
finitely, the wisest thing to do is to say 
to your client: “I will make this appli- 
cation: it will cost you £x if it is refused.” 
Then it is up to the client to tell you to 
go on or not to go on. 


Architectural Criticism. 

Mr. E. D. J. MATHEWS: In regard to 
the question of architectural criticism, 
are not there two points, the purely legal 
question, which has been dealt with 
already, and the question of the Code of 
Practice? If an architect makes a criti- 
cism of another architect, possibly in 
print, how does he stand in relation to 
the Code of Practice? 5 

Mr. Woopwarp: There is nothing 
that I know of in the Code of Practice 
which can prevent an architect express- 
ing his view, however unorthodox it may 
be. It surely cannot be called unprofes- 
sional conduct if an architect expresses 
his real view, provided, of course, that 
it is not malicious and is an honest ex- 
pression of his opinion on an artistic 
matter. 
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Mr. MatTHews: Do you think that 
the architect who was criticised could say 
that the criticism had caused him to lose 
face with his client? That seems to me 
to be a possible danger. 

Mr. WoopwakD: That might happen, 
of course, but I should not think that 
even then the criticism could be called 
unprofessional conduct, and: I should not 
think that it would provide a ground for 
any proceedings whatever. That would 
be my view about it. 


Rebuilding of Property. 

Mr. F. G. BROADBENT: If a property is 
rebuilt by a second architect who uses 
the first architect’s. plans, is the first archi- 
tect entitled to anything from the War 
Damage Commission? 

Mr. Woopwarkp: I think the answer is 
quite definitely no, and if he tried to 
get it I am sure he would not succeed. 


Retention of Contract. 

Mr. A. J. H. ARCHARD: It is the custom 
for the architect to retain the contract. 
Is the client entitled to demand the actual 
contract until the work is completed? 

Mr. Woopwarpb: I think that during 
the progress of the work the architect 
should be in possession of the contract, 
because he has to administer it, but, when 
the job is complete and the builder has 
been paid and, let us hope, the architect 
has been paid, the client is entitled, I 
think, to ask for the contract documents 
and the drawings. The architect should, 
of course, let the client have a copy of 
the contract during the progress of the 
work, or, alternatively, the client could 
come into the architect’s office at any 
time and ask to see it; he would have 
that right. 

Mr. REDFERN: Or, alternatively, the 
architect could work from a copy. 
believe that the document belongs to the 
client. While it may be silly for him to 
want it, there are such things as eccentric 
clients. 

Mr. ARCHARD: I take it that he can 
demand the actual contract while the 
work is in progress? 

Mr. REDFERN: In my opinion, yes, be- 
cause the architect does not need it; he 
can work from his file copy. If an arbi- 
tration takes place, the document is 
available for the arbitrator; it does not 
matter in whose hands it is. But, in my 
view, the architect is a mere agent for 
storing the document. 


Competence of Appointed Architect. 

Mr. M. J. F. Secretr: If a public in- 
stitution has a building on which work 
is in progress under the direction of an 
architect and the institution has a build- 
ing committee of laymen with one archi- 
tect member, and the lay members of the 
committee ask the architect member to 
express an opinion on the competence of 
the architect who has the work in hand, 
what ought the — of the architect 
member to be? If his reply is yes, how 
far is he privileged if he comes to the 
conclusion that the other architect is not 
altogether competent? 

Mr. REDFERN: It is the duty of the 
architect member of the committee to ex- 
press an opinion. He has a duty to 
prevent his fellow-members of the com- 
mittee from continuing to employ an in- 
competent architect, and, if his honest 
opinion, based on facts, is that the archi- 
tect is not competent, he has a duty to 
convey that opinion to his fellow mem- 
bers and they have an interest in receiv- 
ing the information. His action is 
covered by what is known to lawyers as 
“ qualified privilege,” which means that, 
in the absence of definite evidence of 
malice, the communication is privileged. 
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ARCHITECTURAL 
DRAWINGS 


The Work of Mr. Curtis Green, R.A. 


(THE first half of the twentieth century, 

now rapidly drawing to a close, if it 
has not been a very satisfactory period 
in our architectural history, has at least 
been remarkable for producing a galaxy 
of fine architectural draughtsmen. Names 
of such that come readily to mind are 
sufficient proof of this claim—for ex- 
ample, C. W. English, Raffles Davison, 
C. E. Mallows, Charles Gascoigne, E. A. 
Rickards, S. D. Adshead, William Wal- 
cot, Robert Atkinson, W. Curtis Green, 
Harold Falkner, A. C. Fare, Cyril Farey 
and J, D. M. Harvey, to mention only a 
few. English and Davison were, of 
course, well established before the close 
of the Victorian era, but with the others 
mentioned they helped to make our cen- 
tury a notable one in architectural] 
draughtsmanship. And why, by the way 
should we use the word “ draughtsman- 
ship” in this connection? The Oxford 
Dictionary defines a draughtsman rather 
vaguely as “a person who makes draw- 
ings,” but the word has more a technical 
than an esthetic significance. Why it 
should ever have been applied specially 
to men who make pictorial drawings of 
buildings, either existing or projected, is 
something of a mystery. It seems to 
Suggest a subtle distinction between the 
making of architectural drawings and 
the painting of pictures, with the impli- 
cation that the former is not a matter of 
artistry. True, all “ architectural 
draughtsmen ” are not artists, but that 
many are is clear from the above names, 
every one of which is (or was) that of a 


I competent artist, while most also con- 


note distinction in the practice of archi- 
tecture. The term 
draughtsmanship ” is now so firmly estab- 
lished that it is used automatically; but 
how inadequate it really is to describe 
some work so classified is brought home 
ote by = ae ~— er contain- 

reproductions o of Mr. i 
Green's beautiful drawings. i 


Architect and Artist. 


Mr. Curtis Green has been known for 
over half a century not only as a distin- 


. guished architect but as a most accom- 


plished delineator of buildings. It is 
rather startling to find from the Intro- 
duction to this book that he was trained 
in his youth to be an engineer, Luckily 
the head of the Institution at which he 
was studying detected his talent and 
advised him to switch over to architec- 
ture. Admitted to the Royal Academy 
School soon afterwards, he studied under 
Bodley, Alfred Waterhouse and Norman 
Shaw, who, he records, “were too kind 
to ‘be really helpful.” For a time he 
worked as an assistant in the office of 
John Belcher, at a salary of 25 shillings 
a_ week, which, despite the greater value 
of money in those days, must appear 
like chicken feed to the assistants of to- 
day. “Then,” records Mr. Curtis Green, 

came an unusual opportunity; Roland 
Paul had succeeded Beresford Pite as 
draughtsman to The Builder, the archi- 
tectural journal that has recently cele- 
brated its centenary. Paul was retiring 
on the completion of the ‘Cathedral 
Series,’ published in this journal. Un- 
known to each other, another assistant 
in Belcher’s office and I applied for the 
post. The editor, Mr. Heathcote Sta- 
tham, told us to submit a sketch to him— 
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he chose mine and I was appointed with 
a modest salary and freedom for private 
ractice. Mr. Statham was a just and 
tolerant master, a serious writer, a noted 
organist with wide artistic interests and 
a caustic tongue; I recall suggesting that 
I was inadequately paid; he replied, 
‘That is a matter of opinion, and in my 
opinion you are not.’ He was right, 
] obtained an unusual but valuable train- 
ing and gained his friendship.” 


Mr. Curtis Green records that his 
duties with The Builder involved a great 
deal of travelling. He visited all the 
big towns in the United Kingdom and 
interviewed the leading architects, collec- 
ting and making illustrations. Later he 
visited also Paris, Vienna and Berlin and 
wrote leading articles to accompany his 
drawings; but he confesses that his plea- 
santest duty was that of covering the 
itinerary of the Architectural Associa- 
tion’s annual excursion at home or 
abroad. Some of the drawings which he 
then made for The Builder are repro- 
duced in this book, The success that the 
author has since won as a practising 
architect is too well known to need any 
further reference here. 


Mr. Curtis Green is a traditionalist 
with wide sympathies, and his love 
of old work is shown in the drawings 
in this book which range from the Aero- 
polis to the Cotswolds. A good water- 
colourist (seven of the drawings of this 
order are reproduced in colour), he is 
particularly a master of pen-and-ink, and 
it is astonishing to find that the precise 
and graceful drawings in this medium— 
a most difficult one—were all done on 
the spot. Some of the earliest drawings 
show a careful, almost meticulous tech- 
nique; others are freer, some having a 
tich fluency of line that recalls F. L. 
Griggs, who, by the way, was a close 
friend of the author. No doubt the two 
artists influenced each other. Every 
drawing in the book—whether in line, 
pencil, monochrome or water-colour— 
has its attractions. Greece, Italy, France, 
Belgium, Spain and England are all laid 
under tribute. Some of the drawings, 
for example, that of the tower of St. 
Martin at Ypres, have the additional 
interest that the subject no longer exists. 


A Testification of Faith. 

The book is as much a testification of 
faith as a collection of delightful draw- 
ings. In a sense it marks the end of an 
epoch. How many students of architec- 
ture to-day are desirous, or indeed cap- 
able, of making drawings such as these? 
As the author says: “ Measuring and 
sketching was a much greater part of 
an architect’s education yesterday than 
itis to-day. Young men returning from 
the Services now may be overwhelmed 
by the materialism of the times, for scien- 
lific education has outstripped artistic cul- 
ure. Prefabricated houses, more costly 
than those of brick, are defacing our 
lind with little or no remonstrance; the 
cult of the ugly and meaningless is ram- 
pant.” But, as he adds, “ What better 
tereation can there be for a practising 
uchitect than to pass from an office stool 
0a sketching stool, from one. obsession 
0 another?” Perhaps this book (to 
Which Professor A. E, Richardson, R.A., 
‘ontributes a foreword) will. have the 
(fect of stirring a spirit of emulation 
M the young man of to-day. In any 
tase, it is a book which all who appre- 
tate beautiful buildings and fine 
draughtsmanship” (if that unfortunate 
Word must be used) will be glad to 
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ST. ANDREW’S CHURCH, 
PLYMOUTH 


IT was in the year 1440, in the reign 
of Henry VI, that Plymouth was first 
granted a charter. Almost exactly 500 
years later, in March, 1941, much of the 
city was destroyed by enemy attack 
from the air. The only building that had 
remained to span the passing of those 
five centuries was St. Andrew’s, the 
mother church of Plymouth, of which 
the nave and north aisle are known to 
have been standing in 1441, and the 
south choir aisle 50 years before that. 

The church was severely damaged in 
two consecutive night raids. The medi- 
eval roof was fired and the building 
gutted. But the main walls and grace- 
ful arcades remained, as did the splendid 
granite buttressed tower of Thomas 
Yugge, which has overlooked the chang- 
ing scene since 1461. 


In the new plan for Plymouth, pre- 
pared by Sir Patrick Abercrombie and 
Mr. J. Paton Watson, pride of position 
as a focal point in the city’s centre has 
been given to this “ chief link with anti- 
quity which Plymouth possesses,” as 
Worth, the historian of Plymouth, des- 
cribes it, “. .. the building in which 
Catharine of Aragon returned thanks for 
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her safe voyage; wherein the Elizabethan 
heroes worshipped; whence the congre- 
gation swarmed to the shore to welcome 
Drake .. .” (September 26, 1580, after 
the first circumnavigation of the globe). 


Work has now commenced on the re- 
construction of St. Andrew’s under the 
direction of Mr. Frederick Etchells, 
F.R.I.B.A. The first contract has been 
let for the covering-in of the church 
with barrel vaulting in reinforced con- 
crete, replacing the original Devon 
“ waggon” roof over the triple span of 
nave and aisles. The outer covering of 
a Delabole slated roof following the 
old gable lines will, it is hoped, follow 
as the next feature under the reconstruc- 
tion scheme. Messrs. A. N. Coles (Con- 
tractors) Ltd., of Plymouth, are the 
contractors and Barrel Vault Roofs 
(Designs), Ltd., the consultants. 


Rome Scholarships. 


THe Faculty of Archeology, History 
amd Letters announces the award of the 
Rome Scholarship in Classical Studies, 
1949, to Mr. E. E. D. M. Oates, B.A., 
Trinity College, Cambridge, and of the 
Rome Scholarship in Medizval Studies, 
1949, to Mr. L. J. Macfarlane, University 
College, London. 


ST. ANDREW’S CHURCH, PLYMOUTH, showing the transept crossing as it 
now stands. 








COMPETITION 


R.N.A.S. Memorial, 
Lee-on-Solent 
Assessor’s Report 


AS reported in our issue last week the 

assessor, Mr. Edward Maufe, R.A. 
has submitted his award for the competi- 
tion for the proposed Memorial to the 
Royal Naval Air Service, 1939/45, at 
Lee-on-Solent, Hampshire. The winning 
design is illustrated on facing page. Fol- 
lowing is Mr. Maufe’s report:— 

I have to report that 66 designs were 
submitted in this competition and were 
examined by me. I have made the follow- 
ing awards :— 

First Premium (£100) Design No. 13 
IJ: C. Smith, A.RILBA., and L. K. 
Pallister, A.R.I.B.A., 48, Sunbury-avenue, 
Jesmond, Newcastle-on-Tyne]. 

Second Premium (£60) Design No. 57 
[John A. Strubbe, A.R.I.B.A., 36, St. 
George’s-road., St. Margaret’s-on- 
Thames, Middx]. 

Third Premium (£30) Design No. 41 
[Norman Harrison, A.R.1.B.A., 34, 
Holland Park-road, Kensington, W.14]. 

In Design No. 13 I have no hesitation 
in saying that you have an admirable 
solution, to this problem. It presents a 
quiet, dignified and practical scheme and, 
in my opinion, the cost should come 
within the stipulated figure. The design 
is put forward on a sensitive set of draw- 
ings, with a well-considered report. My 
only suggestion is that the main incised 
inscription be in larger lettering, and 
that the badge above it should be that 
of the Fleet Air Arm. 

In Design No. 57 you again have a 
very satisfactory scheme in plan and 
elevation, but the section, though inter- 
esting, is more debateable, for the deep 
canopy might well be subject to criticism. 
Here, too, the design is presented on a 
sensitive set of drawings. 

In Design No. 41 I feel that the author 
well deserves the third place for, though 
he has not quite coped with all the prac- 
tical implications involved, he has pro- 
duced a design which tends to the heroic 
—a character so desirable in such a 
Memorial as this. The design is distin- 
guished by its breadth of treatment, but 
some of the pavings suggested would be 
likely to lead to trouble in upkeep; 
moreover, the names would be rather 
confusing to read, and in my opinion 
are not adequately protected, for there is 
no coping above them. As many other 
competitors have this fault, I feel that I 
cannot do better than quote Post War 
Building Study No. 18, Clause 31:— 
““Copings and cornices, string courses 
and projecting cills are matters of great 

ractical importance. A brim to the hat 

is to keep the wet from dripping down 
the face, Such precautions in the case 
of stone prevent damp, decay, and dis- 
coloration. It is unwise to discard the 
wisdom that many generations have 
proved to be sound, unless you know 
that such usage can be lightly aban- 
doned.” 


’ 


COMMENDED DESIGNS. 

I would like to commend the four 
following designs : — , 

Design No. 20. [Stanley H. Smith, 
A.R.I.B.A., Charles Blythin, F.R.IB.A., 
and Leonard C. Holbrook, A.R.I.B.A., 
16, Northumberland-avenue, W.C.2.] This 
is deserving of praise for being so in- 
geniously worked out, but suffers from 
the lack of any semblance of the heroic 
character mentioned above. Moreover, 
for such a Memorial, mascot sculpture 
is not enough. 

Design No. 36 [J. S. S. Snell, 31a, 
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Hall-drive, Sydenham, S.E.26] forms an 
attractive scheme having a particularly 
good silhouette, but fails in its centre 
feature. 

Design No. 28 [Major A. D. Kirby, 
A.R.1.B.A., 10, Victoria-road, Swindon, 
Wilts.] has considerable merit, though 
the plan is dull, the author not having 
taken advantage of the opportunities pre- 
sented by this simple and ample site. 

Design No. 46 [Peter Bosanquet, 30, 
Brompton-square, S.W.3] is presented in 
a very spirited set of drawings, but the 
asymmetry forced onto this symmetrical 
site seems quite unnecessarily wilful and 
the 9-in, buff brick walls, well over 12 ft. 
high without piers, are not only imprac- 
ticable but would be very objectionable 
to the occupants of the Royal Naval Air 
Station behind. 


Winners’ Report 

Following are extracts from the win- 
ners’ report :— 

The Memorial stone is built in Whit- 
bed Portland stone with a core of brick- 
work, the main inscription being in 2-in. 
Roman Trajan lettering, incised in the 
stone. The crest takes the form of a 
crown set in a saucer-shaped recess, sur- 
rounded by a wreath of laurels, the 
whole being carved in a block of Port- 
land stone. 

On either side of the Memorial Stone 
are three recessed bays containing the 
1,500 names which are to be recorded. In 
each bay there are seven slabs of West- 
morland slate, each 5 ft. by 1 ft. 24 in. 
by 14 in. On each slab will be recorded 
the rank in 14-in. lettering, followed by 35 
names in 1-in.lettering. The lettering will be 
Roman Trajan incised in the Westmor- 
land slate, which has a fine sanded finish. 

The slabs would be dowelled to a 
weathered cill of Portland stone and held 
in position by cramping in copper to a 
9-in. brick wall. 

Under the cill and to the two splayed 
flanking walls, a facing of Portland stone 
slabs is cramped and dowelled to a brick- 
work backing. 

The coping in Portland stone is panel- 
led on the soffit to echo the shape of the 
recessed bays. 

The splayed flanking stone walls of 
the Memorial enclose a curved terrace 
approached by a wide flight of three steps 
and bounded by a low retaining wall. 
The first step is continued across the site 
linking up the splayed flanking walls. 

York stone paving slabs laid in for- 
mal pattern, on a 6-in. concrete slab or 
hardcore, form the floor of the terrace. 

The compass feature would be built 
up as a mosaic of Westmorland slate and 
selected marbles, while the low retaining 
wall would be built in Portland stone 
and the steps carried out in York stone. 

A forecoutt linking the pavement 
to the Memorial is laid in the existing 
type of Cg ay flags, on a radial pat- 
tern, with the exception of two beds of 
beach pebbles in cement, enclosed by low 
Portland stone walls and kerbs. In each 
of these beds will be planted three flower- 
ing cherry trees. Enclosing the forecourt 
and linking the boundary wall of the 
Royal Naval Air Station to the Memorial 
are two curved brick walls faced with 
a yellow-grey brick. 

The estimated cost of the work invol- 
ved is as _ follows:—Builders’ work, 
£3,200; the 42 Westmorland slate slabs, 
the recording of names thereon and the 
main inscription, £1,600; sculpture, £400; 
7 and contingencies, £520. Total, 
£5,7 


July 1 1949 


R.1.B.A. 
Full List of Council 


FOLLOWING is the full list of Council 
of the R.I.B.A. for the session 1949-50 :— 


President.—MICHAEL WATERHOUSE, M.C. 
Past-Presidents.—H. S. GOODHART-RENDEL and 


SiR LAnceLot Keay, K.B.E., M.Arch. (Lvpl.) 
(Liverpool). 
Vice-Presidents.—A. GRAHAM HENDERSON, 


A.R.S.A. (Glasgow) (three to be a inted by th 
Council on July 6, 1949). = le 

Hon. Secretary.—(To be appointed by the Council 
on July 6.) 

Honorary Treasurer—({To be appointed by the 
Council on July 6.) 

Members of Council—C. H. ASLIN (Hertford), 
J. Murray Easton, R. E. ENTHOVEN, P. G. Far- 
HuRST, M.A. (Manchester), J. H. ForsHaw, M.C., 
M.A., M.T.P.I., E. MAXWELL FRy, FREDERICK 
GIBBERD, PROFESSOR W. G. HOoLForD, M.A. 
M.T.P.1., LEONARD C. Howrrt, D.Arch., A.M.T.PI. 
(Manchester), T. Ceci Howrrt, D.S.O., O.B.E. 
(Nottingham), ARTHUR W. KENYON, C.B.E., A. B. 
KNAPP-FISHER, F.S.A., S. W. MILBURN, M.B.E., 
M.C. (Sunderland), HOwARD ROBERTSON, M.C., 
A.R.A., S.A.D.G., HERBERT J. Rowse. (Liverpool), 
RICHARD H. SHEPPARD, SIR HUBERT WORTHINGTON, 
O.B.E., M.A. (Arch.), A.R.A., Hon. A.R.C.A., 
M.T.P.I. (Manchester) and F. R. S. YORKE. 

Associate Members of Council.—PROFESSOR JosEPH 
S. ALLEN, B. Arch., M.T.P.I. (Newcastle-upon-Tyne), 
HENRY BRADDOCK, PROFESSOR R. GORDON BROWN 
(Edinburgh), D. E. E. Gipson, M.A. (Coventry), 
JosePH L. GLEAvE, M.A. (Edinburgh), R. A. H. Lrvett, 
O.B.E. (Leeds), ANDREW RANKINE, O.B.E. (Hull), 
RALPH Tusss, R. H. UREN. 

Licentiate Members of Council—BERNARD H. 
Cox (Cardiff), CHARLES OLIVER (Hull), F. C. WAKE- 
FORD (Hayes, Kent). 


REPRESENTATIVES OF ALLIED SOCIETIES IN THE 
U 


NITED KINGDOM OR EIRE. 


Six Representatives from the Northern Province 
of England.—F. AustIN CuiLp, A.M.T.P.I. (North- 
ern A.A.,), F. Lestm HaAtumay, A.M.T.P.I. (Man- 
chester Soc. of Architects), F. C. Saxon, M.C., 
F.R.I.C.S. (Liverpool Architectural Society), A. 
NEWTON THORPE (York and East Yorkshire Architec- 
tural Society), BENJAMIN CHIPPINDALE (West Yorkshire 
Society of Architects), PROFESSOR STEPHEN 
WeELsH, M.A. (Sheffield, S. Yorks and Dist.-Soc. of 
Architects and Surveyors). 

Five Representatives from the Midland Province 
of England.—F. J. Osporne, M.C. (Birmingham and 
Five Counties Architectural Association), T. W. 
Harp (Leicester and Leicestershire Society of 
Architects). One representative to be nominated by 
the Northamptonshire, Bedfordshire and Hunting- 
donshire Association of Architects. C. F, W. 
HASELDINE (Nottingham, Derby and Lincoln Arch. 
Soc.), STANLEY J. WEARING (E. Anglian Soc. of 
Architects). 

Six Representatives from the Southern Province of 
England.—H. M. R. Drury (Devon and Cornwall 
Arch. Soc.). One representative to be nominated 
by the Wessex Society of Architects. T. TALFOURD 
CUMMING (Berks, Bucks and Oxon A.A.), ae 
Birp (Hampshire and Isle of Wight Architectu 
Association), Lewis J. F. GoMME (Essex, bs and 
Herts Soc. of Architects). One representative to be 
nominated by the South-Eastern Society of Archi- 
tects. 

Four Representatives of Allied Societies in Scotland: 
nominated by the Council of the Royal Incorporation 
of Architecture in Scotland—T. S. CorpINER (Glas- 
gow), Leste GRAHAME-THOMSON, R.S.A., F.S.A., 
Scot. (Edinburgh), LockHArT W. Hutson, O.B.E. 
(Hamilton), A. N. MALCOLM (Stirling). 

One Representative of Allied Societies in Wales: 
nominated by the Council of the South Wales Institute 
of Architects.—One representative to be nominated. 

Two Representatives of Allied Societies in Ireland.— 
FRANCIS MCARDLE, M.Sc. (Royal Institute of the 
Architects of Ireland), VALENTINE SMYTH (Royal 
Society of Ulster Architects). 


REPRESENTATIVES OF ALLIED SOCIETIES IN THE 
: BritISH DOMINIONS OVERSEAS. 

To be nominated by the Councils of each of the 
following.: the Royal Architectural Institute of 
Canada, the Royal Australian Institute of Architects, 
the New Zealand Institute of Architects, the Institute 
of South African Architects, and the Indian Institute 
of Architects. 

Representative of the Architectural Association 
(London).—ANTHONY M. 4 

Representative of the Association of Architects, 
Surveyors and Technical Assistants (now the Associa- 
tion of Building Technicians).—K. J. CAMPBELL. 

Chairman of the Board of Architectural Education.— 
Martin S. Briccs. 

Chairman of the R.I.B.A. Registration Committee.— 
Lt.-CoL. V. H. SEYMER, D.S.O., M.C. 

Two representatives of the R.I.B.A. Salaried and 
Official Architects Committee —(To be appointed). 

Chairman of the R.I.B.A. Allied Societies’ Con- 
ference.—A. GRAHAM HENDERSON, A.R.S.A. 
(Glasgow). 
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COMPETITION FOR A PROPOSED R.N.A.S.J¥MEMORIAL, LEE-ON-SOLENT 
WINNING DESIGN. BY J. C. SMITH, A.R.LB.A., AND L. K. PALLISTER, A.R.LB.A. 
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View of auditorium from circle, with safety curtain down. 


NEW THEATRE ROYAL, BOURNEMOUTH 


ALFRED AND VINCENT BURR, F. AND L.R.I.B.A., ARCHITECTS FOR RECONSTRUCTION 


JOHN HICKIE, ASSISTANT ARCHITECT IN CHARGE 


HIS theatre, built in 1882, seating 
approximately 900, gave to the 
people of Bournemouth and of the sur- 
rounding area operas and plays starred 
with famous names. Old advertise: 
ment bills found on the premises dur- 
ing alterations brought wistful smiles 
to the faces of the older folks. An 
account for whisky bought by the 


theatre management in 1890 read, “To 
two cases of fine Scotch whisky, 
32s. 6d. each”! Built and decorated 
in the then moded style of heavy Vic- 
torianism, the theatre flourished. 
About 1920 entertainment became 
varied, the old theatre’s life ending with 
its requisition in 1940 as a Forces club 
for the war years. 


The roof of the auditorium—then 
coved and gaudily decorated with 
brightly painted figures of mytho- 
logical origin—was destroyed by fire 
in 1943. This was replaced by steel 
roof trusses covered with corrugated 
asbestos sheets and a “ Gypstele ” and 
plaster boarded ceiling. The premises 
were used for sometimeafter the war as 





Two views of the auditorium before work of reconstruction commenced. The flat ceiling shown in the left-hand 
photograph may be compared with the curve of the rebuilt auditorium, 
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a furniture store by Messrs. Maples. In 
1948 Messrs. Alfred Burr, F.R.I.B.A., 
F.R.San.L., and Vincent Burr, 
L.R.I.B.A., P-P.Inst.R.A., etc, acting 
for Mr. Will Hammer, were instructed 
to transform the premises into a 
modern theatre. 

The premises were very dilapidated, 
the electrical systems and gear were 
beyond repair, seats were missing. 
others unscrewed and damaged, and 
as a place of public entertainment the 
theatre did not meet the requirements 
of the building bye-laws or the Home 
Office Manual. Additional lavatory 
accommodation had to be provided, as 


View 
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well as secondary means of escape 
both from the dressing-rooms and from 
below stage. The main essential from 
the design point of view was to pre- 
sent to the public completely new in- 
teriors. The auditorium walls were 
stripped of their heavy pilasters and 
caps, cornices and arches, and the walls 
were timbered out and sheeted with an 
acoustic board, which provided the 
background for the effect as illustrated. 
The existing ceiling has been lowered 
at one end to curve stagewards, thus 
inducing an intimate atmosphere and 
now forming part of the acoustical 
design. The old gas secondary light- 





View of upper part of foyer, taken in daylight. 
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of main foyer, taken by artificial light. 


ing system was removed and replaced 
by a floating-type battery system, giv- 
ing adequate hours of independent 
supply. 

An imposing and delightfully pro- 
portioned foyer had been added in 
1907-8, having an arcade of columns 
supporting a balcony over; a large 
lounge was also added at that time. 
The foyer and lounge were erected in 
what was then the garden of Craymond 
Lodge, and the Lodge has now been 
adapted to provide dressing-room 
accommodation for approximately 50 
artists, together with male and female 
staff-rooms, stage bar and canteen, 
manager’s “office, ironing-room, sani- 
tary accommodation, etc. 

Lighting around the proscenium arch 
to pelmet level, on the walls and in the 
flower-boxes shown was troughed to 
provide indirect illumination. The stage 
lighting, completely new, is the most 
modern and up to date available. A 
new safety curtain has also been fitted; 
the proscenium wall above had to be 
rebuilt upon two new R.S.J.s and the 
opening was dressed with an elliptical 
curve, which was sprayed with an 
adhesive and velvet flock which pro- 
duced a soft, undistracting but pleasant 
effect. 

All auditorium and stage lighting 
is controlled from dimmer banks 
from the new switchboard on stage. 
Spot lighting equipment and a lantern 
are housed in a new projection room 
formed in the upper part of the old 
balcony buffet; the operators are con- 
nected by speaker and telephone to 


stage. Intercommunication and buzzer 
system is provided throughout the 
theatre. Amplification of sound from 


stage is provided through two foot and 
one rising microphones to the loud- 
speakers on the proscenium wall. 
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View of 


The new orchestra rail, as shown, is 
fitted with lighting battens and 
armoured glass, forming a “ walk out ” 
for the artists and providing that neces- 
sary air of intimacy between artists and 





the circle. 


public. Rising and dimming on three 
colours, this rail is an _ attractive 
feature. Extract ventilation is provided 
at ceiling level, and in addition the 
atmosphere is charged with ozone from 


Below: Auditorium from the stage. 


six units situated near the soffits of the 
balconies. Understage are housed the 
electrical switchroom, electricians’, 
stage manager’s and musical director’s 
rooms, and accommodation for the 














The new bar in 


orchestra. Overstage the existing grid 
and fly galleries remain, but a new 
haystack lantern fitted with dual con- 
trol has been installed. The total cost 
of the work, including seating, stage 
lighting equipment and effects, carpets, 
curtains, etc., amounted to approxi- 
mately £30,000. The Chief Assistant 
architect in charge was Mr. John 
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the upper part of foyer. 


Hickie, M.Inst.R.A., Mr. 
Tillyard was the quantity surveyor, 
and the general contractors were 
Messrs. Claude A. Barnes (Bourne- 
mouth), Ltd. 

Sub-contractors were: Strand Electric & 
Engineering Co., Ltd., stage lighting and 
equipment; Aish & Co., Ltd., electrical 
contractors; Gyproc Products, Ltd., Gypstele 
ceiling; F. & A. Tully, Ltd., seating and 
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Below: Longitudinal section. 


carpets; Hall & Dixon, Ltd., safety curtain; 
Tack Air Conditioning, Ltd., air purifica- 
tion; Ozonair, Ltd., ventilation; fx ds 
Kitcher & Co., Ltd., plumbing and heating; 
W. Kingsbury & Sons, barfittings; Minimax, 
Ltd., fire appliances; Pathé Equipment, 
Ltd., stage furnishing; Hunt & Co., Ltd., 
steelwork ; Hants & Dorset Sheet Metal Co., 
canopies and metal work; Clark & Eaton, 
Son, terrazzo; 


















































Ltd., glass; Cristofoli & 
Ragusa Asphalte Co., asphalt; and Moor- 
land Metal Window Co., laylights. 
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The entrance front. 


NEW INFANTS’ SCHOOL, RAVENSCLIFFE, BRADFORD 
J. T. CASTLE, A.R.LB.A., A.M.T.P.L, CITY ARCHITECT 


PPHE ideal school site never seems attainable in 

the hilly districts of the West Riding, and the 
site for the new Ravenscliffe Infants’ School at 
Bradford, acquired in 1926 but left unused until 
now, has its limitations. Instead of being level or 
sloping gently to the south-east to conform with 
text book requirements, the ground falls fairly 
sharply to the north-east, this first disadvantage being 
compensated, to a certain extent, by the site having 
its one open frontage with a magnificent view in that 
direction, the other three sides of the site being 
surrounded by houses. 


PLAN: The most economical plan, and that taking 
the fullest advantage of the view, would have placed 
all the classrooms along the contour line with the 
main aspect north-east. A north-east aspect is never 
an inviting one and certainly not in the north of 
England; consequently it was considered, on the 
balance, wiser to strive for more sun into the class- 
rooms even at the loss of the better outlook. The 
plan finally evolved as a series of classroom units, 
each running at right angles to a main corridor which 
followed the contour line. This arrangement gave 
all classrooms a south-south-east aspect, and by 
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providing additional windows to four of them, at 
least some advantage was taken of the view to the 
north-east. 

In order to minimise the amount of underbuilding, 
each projecting wing was kept as short as possible, 
and although by this means the majority of the 
accommodation has been kept at one level, the 
general purpose rooms, with their cloaks and lava- 
tories, had to be kept 5 ft. above the main floor line. 

The classroom units have been designed as self- 
contained wings with their own washing and sanitary 
facilities, cloakrooms, drying rooms and stores. They 
each have their own access to a terrace, and as all 
facilities are provided within easy reach and not 
used by other classes, the full responsibility for 
discipline, cleanliness and tidiness can be placed on 
the teacher in charge. Although it is often felt that 
with children under 8 there is no need to have 
separate w.c.s for each sex, it is the considered view 
of the Bradford Education Authority that generally 
it is desirable. The arrangement adopted provides 
for a common room for washing with girls’ and boys’ 
w.c.s Opening out of it. This makes for easy super- 
vision and owing to its close proximity to the class- 
room and terrace is particularly convenient for small 
children. Four classrooms, each to take 40 children, 
and two larger general purpose rooms, each suitable 
for a further 40 children, have beea provided, giving 
a maximum accommodation of 240. 

There is a short approach road on the south-west 
of the site which has been used to act mainly as a 
service road to the kitchen, this being placed at one 
end of the school in order to keep it away from 
those parts of the grounds used by the children. The 
servicing from kitchen to hall is not by means of 
the usual hatch, but by the provision of two doors, 
with serving table and hot closet within the kitchen. 
By this means the hall can be used for dining pur- 
poses practically right up to the dividing wall. 

A proper service yard away from the classrooms 
has been provided. To encourage tidiness a covered 
place for refuse bins has been given, whilst for any 
male outside staff, a proper rcom for garden tools, 
with a w.c. and sink. has been made available. A 
caretaker’s flat, consisting of living room, kitchen. 
bathroom and three bedrooms, has been provided 
over the lower part of the kitchen accommodation. 

The staffrooms follow the usual pattern: rather 
more than usual has been made of the Medical 
Inspection Room so that this room can also serve 
as a committee or meeting room for parents. Bear- 
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ing this in mind, lavatories and small cloakrooms 
have been placed on either side of the room. 


CONSTRUCTION: The constructional walls will be 
of brick, mainly in 11:in. work, with certain stone 
dressings and piers; the building has been planned on 
an 8-ft. bay unit, with lattice girders as the roof 
support. The roof will be insulated with’ wood wool 
insulating slabs, finished with mineral-surfaced roof- 
ing felt. Metal windows are being used throughout. 


Internally, all surfaces will be plastered; classrooms, 
assembly hall, staff and medical rooms will have wood 
block floors, corridors will be finished in coloured 
granolithic, sanitary rooms in asphalt, whilst the 
main kitchen will have a tiled floor, its ancillary 
rooms being in coloured granolithic. Lighting in the 

main rooms will be fluorescent, the remainder being 
tungsten lighting. The heating and hot water will 
be run on a low pressure system. 


The tenders have recently been received for this 
school and the lowest ones are as follows: —- 


eS a2é& 
Excavator, concretor, bricklayer and mason’s 
work—M. Harrison & Co. (Leeds), Ltd. 29.588 19 5 
Carpenter and joiner’s work—J. Briggs & 
Son, Queensbury.. oes = a rae 7,305 0 0 
Plasterer and aneuaned s work—T. Keighley 
& Sons, Idle, Bradford ,, ee ne 2,690 14 0 
Plumber and glazier’s work—A. Robinson, 
Ltd., Idle, Bradford ... ‘ ie oi 12,270 3 0 
Painter's work—L. Parkinson, Queensbury, 
Bradford an hee : pee ae 955 17 0 
52,810 13 5 


These figures include provisional sums of £2,450 
for electrical work, £4,175 for heating and £1,750 
for hot water. The cubic contents of the buildings, 
including basement and ducts, are 323,201 cubic feet 
giving an average price of 3s. 3d. per foot cube over 
the whole of the contract. This includes the drainage, 
fencing, roads, paths, terraces, playgrounds, steps and 
planting, and is a comprehensive figure of the con- 
tract for the school including all services, the cost 
of the land only being excluded. 


It will be noted that the price per place works out 
at £220 Os. 10d. for the complete school and the full 
requirements of accommodation for a school of this 
size are being provided from the beginning. The 
school has been designed by the City Architect, Mr. 
J. T. Castle, A.R.I.B.A., A.M.T.P.I., and he wishes 
to express his indebtedness to those members of the 
staff who have worked on the scheme. 





View from east, showing ends of classroom blocks. 
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CORRESPONDENCE 


[Whilst we are glad to publish letters on profes- 
sional and other matters of interest to our readers, 
it must be understood that we do not necessarily 
endorse the remarks of correspondents, who will 
oblige us if they will express their views as briefly 
ag possible.) 


Architectural Assistants’ Salaries 
To THE EpiTor oF The Builder. 


IR,—I consider that your correspond- 
ent Mr. J. H. Stanley is unfair in his 
attack on the A.B.T., although I agree 
that there is a good deal to be said for 
the proposal he puts forward in the final 
paragraph of his letter (The Builder, 
June 24). On the other hand, I cannot 
agree that the General Secretary, A.B.T., 
has proved himself a contrapuntist in re- 
plying to Mr. Stanley’s strictures, in that 
he could have put up a much stronger 
case in favour of his organisation. 


As the Secretary of a technical body 
for some 23 years, I have followed with 
interest the activities of the A.A.S.T.A., 
and the A.B.T. (as it is now known). I 
remember three of its original stalwarts 
Mitchell, Gould and Ireland—there are 
others whose names I cannot remember— 
who did brilliant work for assistants with- 
out the introduction of politics. 


Of course, one realises that, once a 
body becomes a trades union, party poli- 
tics must necessarily colour and affect 
its principles and activities; and the archi- 
tectural and surveying professions are, 
by tradition, conservative in the biblical, 
if not in the political, sense—a fact that 
I have learnt by experience, and one 
which I commend to the notice of the 
General Secretary, A.B.T. 


That the A.A.S.T.A. did good work 
for its members, and that there is a place 
for such a body, cannot, I think, be de- 
nied. It seems to me that the A.A.S.T.A. 
made a mistake when it reconstituted it- 
self as the A.B.T. with a mixed member- 
ship of technicians and building opera- 
tives, resulting in many of its members 
and its potential members becoming asso- 
ciated with another and larger body 
closely connected with the trades union 
movement. 


As a well-wisher, may I suggest that 
the A.B.T. “pulls its socks up”? At 
the moment it is much too tame, and it 
has missed some golden opportunities 
afforded by its representation on the 
Architects’ Registration Council. Let it 
get back to its original objects and consti- 
tution., Then, perhaps, Mr. Stanley and 


I will join it! 
G. B. J. ATHOE. 
London, S.W.1. 


To THE Epitor OF The Builder. 


S!R.—The problem of holidays is part 

of the salary question and should be 
regarded as such. Most private firms 
give a fortnight’s paid holiday after 12 
months’ service. Architects in Govern- 
ment employment normally get a leave 
entitlement of 36 days per annum. This 
is a generous allowance and gives the 
Official architects time and opportunity 
for foreign travel. This is an important 
aspect of annual leave, for we in this 
country are far too insular. Foreign 
travel broadens the mind and gives rise 
to fresh architectural ideas. 


In the matter of leave the facts speak 
for themselves. Is it any wonder that 
80 many architectural assistants prefer 
Government service when all the condi- 
tions, salaries, leave, etc., are so much 
better than private firms? It looks as 
though the R.1.B.A. Salary Committee 
will have to do some hard thinking and 
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see’ how they can improve conditions of 
service in private practice. 
** JUDEX.” 
Surrey. 


Organisation of the Building Industry 
To THE Eprtor oF The Builder. 


GIR—The words of the President of 
the L.M.B.A. always command 
attention, particularly when they are 
cast in as lucid a form as the lecture 
delivered recently by Mr. Hannen to 
architectural and building students at the 
Hammersmith School of Building. It is, 
therefore, with regret that the many mem- 
bers of this Federation, who will have 
read his remarks, will find themselves 
unable to agree with his comments on 
the nomination of specialist sub-contrac- 
tors. 

Is Mr. Hannen’s objection to the 
existence of specialists or to their nomina- 
tion by the architect? If the latter, 
architects will, no doubt, be able to 
defend themselves against Mr. Hannen’s 
strictures on their practice. I should not 
myself have thought that the architect or 
the client nowadays considered that the 
architect’s fee necessarily covers the de- 
sign of specialist work, but whether, 
however, the specialist’s price includes an 
element for design will really depend on 
the circumstances. In many cases, of 
course, he is responsible for design and 
will charge for it: but in others the 
design is, in fact, the work of the archi- 
tect or a consultant called in for that 
purpose. 

As regards the existence of specialists, 
Mr. Hannen himself points out that this 
is an age of specialisation, a phenomenon 
that strangely enough has been compara- 
tively late to develop in the building in- 
dustry, though it represents one of the 
oldest spheres of human activity. Why 
should specialisation encounter resist- 
ance in this industry when it has long ago 
been accepted by other industries as 
necessary if progress is to be achieved? 

The last 70 years have seen a great 
development both in the demands of the 
public on the builder for domestic ser- 
vices and amenities and at the same time 
in the use of alternative materials and 
techniques. Is it still to be expected that 
every professional man should be com- 
pletely at home in every specialised field 
or that every firm should be equally 
competent in every extension of tech- 
nique or the use of materials? 

Next, is it necessary to assume that, 
because a specialist is nominated, he has 
not competed for the sub-contract 
against other specialist firms in his own 
line so that his price is as much a com- 
petitive one as the general contractor’s? 
If he has not been required to compete, 
may I quote Mr. Hannen: “It is quite 
certain that the earlier the builder is 
called into consultation, the more effi- 
ciently the job will go, -and for these 
reasons it is often more economical not 
to go to competition for that will mean 
a scratch team put together at the last 
moment ”’? 

Finally, in the case of several classes of 
specialists, work was frequently in -the 
past carried out under direct contract. 
More recently the general contractor has 
been given—and has claimed—the func- 
tion of co-ordinating and controlling site 
activities. During the investigations 
which led to the production by the 
Ministry of Works’ Central Council of 
their Report on “The Placing and 
Management of Building Contracts,” 
specialists somewhat apprehensively ac- 
quiesced in this general principle to the 


1? 


extent of accepting as normal practice 
nomination as sub-contractors. They are 
naturally concerned at any suggestion 
that their status should now again 
altered to strip away their special rela- 
tion to the architect. 

D. C. MALLAM, 


: Director. 
Federation of Associations of 
Specialists and Sub-Contrac- 
tors, London, W.C.2. 


The Measurement of Natural Lighting 
To THE Epitor oF The Builder. 


SiR,—1 have read with much interest 

the article in your issue for June 10, 
on the above subject, which is, I find, a 
review of the recently published Chap- 
ter on “Daylight (Dwellings and 
Schools),” compiled by the Codes of 
Practice Committee. Like Mr. Waldram, 
I regard this Chapter as an uninspiring 
production and one that may lead to 
many serious mistakes being made. It 
would take too long to enumerate all the 
pitfalls in detail. The only hope is that 
steps will be taken to supersede this 
effort by one that will enable architects 
and students to appreciate the principles 
of the penetration of daylight into in- 
teriors, in a way that this publication 
does not attempt. 

It seems to be assumed that, although 
architects can understand the principles 
of structural engineering, the problems 
that arise in connection with the applica- 
tion of Lambert’s Cosine Law of Light 
are quite beyond their powers and that 
it is essential to provide them with a 
series of rules of thumb and methods of 
approximation. There are certain cases 
in which these aids for the uninformed 
may not have a high percentage of error, 
but there are numerous cases in whieh 
they may be inadvertently used in such 
a way as to be most misleading. 

_I observe that Mr. Waldram states that 
his rectangular diagram is similar to “ the 
familiar flat projection on plan of a 
hemisphere of angular co-ordinates 
which was published on the Continent 
shortly after the deatk of Lambert in 
1777, as a geometrical tool for imple- 
menting his well-known ‘Cosine Law’ 
of illumination from luminous surfaces.” 
It would be particularly interesting to 
me if Mr. Waldram would kindly state in 
which publication this “familiar fiat 
projection” was published. I have not 
been able to find any other illuminatin 
engineer who claims to have seen it. 
am interested because, when I published 
the circular calculating diagram in the 
technical Press in 1929, and explained 
how it could be used for the purpose of 
measuring daylight on the horizontal 
plane, no one suggested in the Press that 
it had ever been used for a similar pur- 
pose before and I assumed that I was 
the inventor of it. In addition, I pub- 
lished the circular and _ semicircular 
calculating diagrams in vols. I and II of 
my book on “ Easements of Light.” 

The great disadvantage of both the 
rectangular and circular diagrams, from 
the point of view of architects, is that 
they involve the use of a planimeter, an 
instrument that most architects and many 
surveyors do not possess. Moreover, 
planimeters are in short supply and good 
ones are expensive. I understand that, 
in order to avoid using plapimeters, 
many architects are now using my 
Perspective charts and Daylight Factor 
grilles, which you recently illustrated in 


The Builder. 
JOHN SWARBRICK. 
3 North, King’s Bench Walk, 
Temple, E.C.4. 
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LINKING WAGES WITH OUTPUT 


Federation’s Handbook 


of Incentive Schemes 


A HANDBOOK entitled “ Application of Incentive Payments to Build- 
ing Work” is published to-day by the National Federation of 


Building Trades Employers from 82, 


New Cavendish-street, London, W.1. 


In announcing publication, the Federation has issued a statement which 
is printed below together with two schemes reprinted from the Memoran- 
dum and comments upon them by “Cain” (V. C. Abell). 


IN OcroBeR, 1947, a National Settle- 
ment between Employers and Operatives 
was reached under which for the first time 
it was agreed that building employers 
might introduce schemes of incentive pay- 
ments on their jobs. It was left to each 
employer to decide what type of scheme, 
if any, he would introduce, but it was laid 
down that before a scheme started the 
work targets and bonus payments to be 
adopted had to be fixed in advance, and 
then agreed with the operatives concerned. 
Also the target bonus rates had to be so 
fixed as to allow “an operative of aver- 
age ability and capacity a’ reasonable 
opportunity to achieve on such (bonused) 
work, earnings 20 per cent. higher than 
those yielded by the normal prescribed 
rate.” The Settlement was for a period of 
two years. It will thus come up for review 
towards the end of this year. 


Federation’s First Review 


The Settlement came into operation 
during November, 1947. In April, 1948, 
the National Federation’s Executive Com- 
mittee made a preliminary review of the 
position. At that time, of course, it was 
appreciated that most builders could not 
start to apply incentive schemes before 
the beginning of 1948, that others would 
naturally be reluctant to apply schemes to 
partly completed jobs, and that of those 
who did make an early start many were 
experimenting with the idea on one job 
before applying it more generally. Never- 
theless, it was decided to try to obtain 
information fairly early, and in May. 1948, 
a questionnaire was prepared and circu- 
lated to a cross-section of building firms 
(employing between them some 80.000 to 
100,000 men), who were known to be 
applying incentive schemes on their jobs. 

The replies to this questionnaire showed, 
as was expected, that more firms were 
operating incentives on local authority or 
private enterprise housing than on other 
types of work, but that bonusing systems 
were by no means, even then, being con- 
fined to housing work. The replies did 
not give any details as to the effects of 
bonusing on production: it was too early 
for that, but there were in many cases 
indications of an upward trend. 

In July, 1948, Mr. F. M. Sleeman, then 
National President and Chairman of the 
Incentives Committee (which latter office 
he still occupies), announced that a pro- 
mising start had been made by Federation 
members in applying incentive schemes to 
their jobs. He also announced that he was 
sending a letter to all members of the 
Federation in the hope that many more 
of them would start to tackle the problem. 
That letter, together with a review of the 
position, was sent in August, 1948. 


Some Difficulties 


It is generally recognised that the 
application of systems of bonus payments 
is by no means simple in the building in- 
dustry. The widely differing types of 
work and sizes of jobs undertaken by the 
average builder cause difficulties that are 
not present in factory production. There 


are incalculable factors, such as the 
weather, and intermittent uncertainties in 
the delivery of materials are still present. 
Many cases, too, of maintenance, jobbing 
and repair work are difficult, if not impos- 
sible, to estimate for, with the resultant 
difficulty of setting targets. No doubt the 
extra administrative work supposedly in- 
volved in operating these schemes has 
also. been a deterrent so far to many 
builders already short of staff who, apart 
from difficulties in procuring the right 
people, have been reluctant to run the risk 
of increasing their overheads. Neverthe- 
less, it seems that about half of the opera- 
tives engaged on the erection of ‘houses 
for local authorities are benefiting from 
the operation of incentive schemes and 
that the numbers are increasing. It also 
appears that incentive schemes can be and 
are being applied to practically every type 
of building labour. 


The Memorandum 


The policy of the Federation has been, 
and continues to be, one of encouraging 
its members to operate bonusing schemes. 
To assist them in tackling the problems 
which arise, the Incentives Committee of 
the Federation has been continuing its 
inquiries, and has now issued its first 
Explanatory Memorandum with, as 
examples, complete details of several in- 
centive schemes reported by builders as 
having been successfully worked by them. 
To quote from its Introductory Note— 
“The Memorandum is not intended to do 
more than provide some ideas as to how 
incentive payments can be operated.” It 
must be stressed that the Memorandum 
is not issued as an instruction to building 
employers, but for their guidance and to 
stimulate discussion between them so that 
builders of all types and sizes in all parts 
of the country may benefit from the ex- 
perience of their colleagues and may from 
now on more easily both understand and 
introduce incentive schemes. 


Although an attempt has been made to 
avoid technicalities as far as possible, the 
document now issued of necessity is one 
designed for builders. From it one gov- 
erning principle stands out—the objec- 
tive of a scheme must be the increase of 
individual and collective productivity and 
the reduction of building costs. The 
Memorandum also emphasises that all 
schemes must work within the Terms of 
Settlement of October, 1947. Bonus pay- 
ments must be linked with increased out- 
put—thus a fixed bonus payment is merely 
a disguised wage increase, and not within 
the Terms of the Settlement. 

After reviewing and outlining the types 
of bonus schemes in operation—Stage 
Bonusing and Unit Rate Schemes being 
the most widely used—the Memorandum 
goes on to suggest what the constituents 
of satisfactory schemes should be: they 
must be fair and equitable; they must be 
simple to understand; they must have 
targets possible of attainment by the aver- 
age operative, and they must also pro- 
vide for regular bonus payments at as 
short intervals as possible. 
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The Three Essentials 


The Memorandum then discusses the 
three essentials that must be decided be- 
fore an incentive scheme can be put into 
operation. First, the calculation and 
determination of the Labour Output 
Constant, that is, to quote the Memoran- 
dum, “ the basis for determining the time 
or rate of output allowance for each 
operation or unit of work.” How is this 
done? The Memorandum states that, 
although there are various methods of 
calculation, the most satisfactory in the 
light of known difficulties, is “ by asses- 
sing the average time taken under normal 
circumstances by the average operative 
(neither the quickest nor the slowest) in 
performing the various operations to be 
bonused.” The Memorandum points 
out that these allowances, once assessed, 
provide “estimated standard times ” for 
each firm and these times would ulti- 
mately come to be regarded as the firm’s 
accepted labour output constants. 

Second, the Bonusing Units (or Tasks), 
The Memorandum defines a bonusing 
unit as “the piece of work in respect of 
the completion of which a target is set” 
(e.g. a group of buildings such as a block 
of flats, or any small section of a build- 
ing job capable of division) and points 
out that bonusing units can be assessed 
in terms of trades, combinations of 
trades, operations by unskilled workers 
(such as mixing and depositing concrete 
or hand excavating); and a collection of 
various Operations in connection with 
one trade (some painters painting wood- 
work with other painters distempering 
walls) and so on. Paragraph (6) (page 6) 
of the Memorandum deals with this 
point. 

Third, the “ Target.’ The manner of 
computing the target is naturally bound 
up with the type of scheme to be worked, 


In Stage Bonusing Schemes the “ tar- 
get” is defined as “the period of time 
allowed for completing the particular 
bonusing unit or task set,” the bonus 
being paid on the basis of the time saved; 
alternatively, the target can be expressed 
in terms of: money, in which case the 
bonus is paid—provided a saving is 
made, of course—on the basis of the 
difference between the actual labour cost 
and the “target” cost. Page 7 of the 
Memorandum explains how this is 
worked and Appendix C gives complete 
details, including the appropriate record 
sheets, of such a scheme in operation. 


In Unit Rate Schemes the “ target” is 
defined as the amount of work (or mini- 
mum requirement) which has to be ex- 
ceeded within a given time before any 
bonus is made: this type of scheme is 
suitable where the bonusing unit cannot 
be predetermined. Appendix E of the 
Memorandum gives an example of the 
working of such a scheme. 


Bonus Distribution 


The Memorandum then deals with the 
percentages of the difference between 
“target” and actual cost which is to be 
distributed as bonus. A 50 per cent. dis- 
tribution is recommended, provided that 
targets are set at the level of output of 
the average operative before the introduc- 
tion of an incentive scheme. A compre- 
hensive note follows on the rules which 
should govern the payment of bonus, e.g. 
that it should be in addition to the stan- 
dard hourly rate, etc. 

As a reduction in building costs is the 
primary reason for introducing incentive 
schemes, a proper balance must be main- 
tained between the extra payments made 
to the operatives for their increased work 












Ju 


and 
cons 
that 
the 
ence 
seen 
dist 
Mer 
due 


mor 
this 
shot 
gene 
try. 


in 
ate 
the | 
costs 
does 
istra’ 
cent. 
It is 
to ri 
to ez 


refer 
ince! 
pair: 
some 
of b 
able 
mate 
sche! 


for s 
is gi 


Settl 
exan 
bon: 
nece: 
bont 
othe: 
and 

cont 


rand 
culat 
Nati 
will 

incer 


man’ 
who 
but, 


the | 
tain 

reluc 
infor 
whic 
othe: 


Appe 
direc 
indir 
shou 
stimi 
assoc 
and 
ence, 
As 
Incer 
Tevie 
Nati: 
colla 
mem 














1949 


uild- 
Oints 
>ssed 


rkers 
crete 


ved; 


cost 


lete 
ord 


is 
\ini- 
ex- 
any 
» iS 
not 
the 
the 


the 
een 


lis- 
hat 


c- 
re- 
ich 
in- 
he 
in- 


de 
tk 





July 1 1949 


and the need of reducing the cost to the 
consumer. The Memorandum notes 
that, from the information available to 
the Federation, 50 per cent. of the differ- 
ence between “target”’ and actual cost 
seems to be the most common bonus 
distribution. It is suggested in the 
Memorandum that, in order to avoid un- 
due research into past output figures and 
to enable members, increasingly and 
more easily, to apply incentive schemes, 
this 50 per cent. disbursement figure 
should (on the conditions specified) be 
generally adopted throughout the indus- 


try. 


Administrative Costs 


Some employers, the Memorandum 
points out, may be loth to start incentive 
schemes because of what they consider 
the heavy supervisory and administrative 
costs involved, but available information 
does not seem to indicate that the admin- 
istrative ‘costs need be more than 3 per 
cent. or 4 per cent. of the wages paid. 
It is suggested that it should be possible 
to run a scheme with one bonus clerk 
to each 100 men employed. 

The Memorandum itself concludes by 
referring to the possibility of extending 
incentive schemes to maintenance and re- 
pair: the Committee sees no reason why 
some of this work should not be capable 
of being bonused provided that it is cap- 
able of being measured, whether an esti- 
mate has been given or not. But the 
scheme accepted should be the simplest 
possible: a sample record sheet suitable 
for small contracts or maintenance work 
is given in Appendix G. 


The Appendices 


The Appendices contain details of the 
Settlement of October, 1947; some 
examples of methods of distributing 
bonus; complete details (with all the 
necessary record sheets) of one stage 
bonusing scheme and details of some 
other schemes, with a model weekly time 
and bonus record sheet suitable for small 
contracts or maintenance work. 


More Incentive Schemes 


As has been pointed out, the Memo- 
randum and its Appendices are being cir- 
culated to the 17,000 members of the 
National Federation in the hope that it 
will lead to the more widespread use of 
incentive schemes. 

Up and down the country there are 
many small and medium-sized builders 
who wish to put schemes into operation 
but, because of the novelty of the idea 
as applied to the building industry and 
the genuine difficulties of bonusing cer- 
tain types of building work, they are 
reluctant to take the plunge without more 
information about the types of schemes 
Which are being successfully worked by 
other builders like themselves. 

The detailed examples given in the 
Appendices will, no doubt, prove of some 
direct help to these employers, but the 
indirect value of the Memorandum 
should be considerable because it will 
stimulate discussion at meetings of local 
associations and Regional Federations 
and the interchange of ideas and experi- 
ence. 

As has already been mentioned, the 
Incentives Agreement of 1947 is being 
Teviewed towards the end of 1949. The 
National Federation is collecting and 
collating detailed information from its 
Members in preparation for this review. 
The issue is a vital one as it involves 
a new principle in the building industry 
—the linking of wages with output. 
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SOME COMMENTS ON THE 


MEMORANDUM 

By ‘‘ CAIN” (¥V. C. ABELL) 
HE Memorandum outlined above 
goes over the ground of October, 
1947, when the question of incentive pay- 
ments was discussed between representa- 
tives of the Employers and Operatives. 
The terms of the resultant settlement, un- 
fortunately, include the word “ target,” 
a word which has been used throughout 
the Memorandum to describe the number 
of hours allowed for the execution of the 
work. One cannot help feeling that many 
of the operatives, having had some military 
training, will rest content at having hit 
the target, whereas to earn a bonus the 
work must be completed in less hours than 
the number laid down as target ; in fact, 
the greater the reduction in hours the bigger 
the bonus. (Cynics will say that the 
target has got to be missed !) Perhaps the 
word “ standard” would be more readily 
understood, and the work, if executed in 
less hours than standard, could be de- 
scribed as standard minus, or, if the stan- 
dard hours have been exceeded (i.e., no 

bonus has been earned), standard plus. 

Types of Incentive] Payment Systems. 

Under this heading the position as to 
what constitutes a scheme has been con- 
siderably clarified. The employer who, 
up to the present, has stood aloof from all 
schemes because no scheme to suit his 
particular type of business has evolved 
will discover that profit-sharing, although 
not specifically recommended, is regarded 
as a workable system. For the jobbing 
business employing, say, ten to twelve 
men throughout the year, this simple 
system will have most appeal, as it requires 
no additional staff or specially printed 
forms or analysis sheets, or the assistance 
of an accountant; the proprietor can 
arrive at the increase in profit without 
undue exertion and distribute the largesse 
weekly, fortnightly, monthly, quarterly, 
or annually. But the shorter the time 
between earning and distribution the better. 

Firms that specialise in renovations, 
alterations and additions may find that 
the “Retrospective Bonus Scheme” will 
suit their purpose. In this case the work 
or contract is completed before a bonus 
payment is made ; on completion the extra 
profit through increased output is assessed 
and distributed. The method of distri- 
bution is purely a local matter but should be 
laid down before the work is commenced. 
The Memorandum omits to say whether 
bonus is payable on work ordered as day- 
work ; an omission being negative, one 
must assume that no bonus is payable, but 
as this type of contract usually incurs 
certain items of daywork, a ruling on this 
point should be arrived at before a final 
Memorandum is published. 

Of interest to the majority of builders 
who are actively engaged in the trade is 
that section devoted to systems in operation. 
The examples given apply mostly to new 
work, chiefly housing. Appendix C gives 
particulars of what is termed a “ Stage 
Bonusing Scheme” as operated by a 
Midlands firm on all types of housing and 
general contracting work. The word 
“*stage”’ is derived from the fact that a 
number of units of measurement are 
grouped together and itemised in the 
order that the work would actually be 
carried out on site by the one gang, as, for 
instance, (3) Bricklayer, brickwork to d.p.c. 
including air bricks, d.p.c. and precast 
concrete steps. (14) Carpenter, Ist fixing, 
including bridging to joists, fixing of 
stairs, door linings, studding, wood floors. 
(21) Plasterer, breeze partitions, plaster 
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board, and skim, render and set, w.g. 
tiling. The groups are aptly described as 
bonusing units and a complete list of the 
groups is clearly set out in a schedule for 
use on a housing contract. The origina- 
tors of the scheme point out that the 
application of a bonusing unit need not be 
confined to one house only, but can apper- 
tain to a block of four or more houses. 
Further, the schedule of bonusing units 
could be adapted to suit smaller or larger 
gangs and all types of new construction 
work. 

The following is extracted from the 
Memorandum: “ The target is calculated 
by taking off the quantities for each bonus- 
ing unit and assessing the man-hours 
required to exercise the various measured 
items, which are then priced at current 
standard hourly rates to give a lump sum 
total which becomes the ‘calculated 
target cost’ or the total cost sum allowed 
to the operatives for the completion of each 
bonusing unit.” The latter part of the 
quotation may require some elucidation 
as the “‘ calculated target cost” is in fact 
the actual cost of labour allowed by the 
estimator when building up his prices for 
insertion in the bills of quantities ; further, 
it is the “* notification sum,” that is to say, 
that the gang before commencement of 
work are notified that the cost of their 
labour at the local hourly wage rate must 
not exceed the stated sum and should, to 
earn a bonus, be less. During the pro- 
gress of the specified work, the attention of 
the operatives forming the gang will con- 
stantly be drawn to this “‘ notification sum.” 
Facsimiles of the daily operational time 
sheet, abstract and summary sheet, target 
cost computation sheet are shown and 
clearly explained. 

Appendix D (reproduced below) describes 
the method adopted for bonus payments. 
The bonus figure in this case is 50 per cent. 
of the saving between target and actual 
cost ; bonus is paid on a points system 
allotted in relation to the number of hours 
worked and the standing of the operative. 
In the example given, the points allotted 
are: Foreman 5, Craftsmen 4 each, and 
Labourers 3 each. 

Particulars of a scheme of bonusing 
laid down and in operation by a Southern 
Counties builder for all types of work are 
given in Appendix F (reproduced below). 

The firm’s intentions are definitely and 
concisely stated, and it is a laudable attempt 
to introduce an incentive system into a 
general builder’s business, but it is to be 
doubted whether it will become popular 
with firms who regard maintenance as 
their chief line of business or with the 
operatives employed by such firms. From 
the system laid down, one gathers that 50 
per cent. of any saving is as soon as possible 
calculated and paid to the operatives, a 
further 10 per cent. is placed in what may 
be described as a retention fund, such fund 
or the proceeds from such fund to be 
drawn upon to rectify faulty workmanship, 
‘* or for any other purpose at the discretion 
of the directors.’ A man who is dis- 
charged for misconduct will not be entitled 
to any payment from this fund. A sum 
equal to 4 per cent. of the total bonus 
earned on all jobs is allotted to storekeeper, 
drivers, and yard boy. The scheme as laid 
down will require the services of a measur- 
ing surveyor and, if adopted by other firms, 
this surveyor may well be additional to the 
existing staff. The logical view is surely 
that the salary of this surveyor is derived 
from the increased output of the operatives 
and what would one’s employees say to 
that ? 

Appendix G is a facsimile of a weekly 
time and bonus record for small contracts 
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or maintenance work. The particulars 
‘given obviously apply to a housing contract 
and are an example of overall bonusing, 
which means in this case that there are no 
trade gangs; operatives of all trades, 
once they enter upon the site, may 
participate in the scheme. A weakness in 
this scheme is the fact that the saving in 
man-hours is taken over all trades, irrespec- 
tive of whether a particular trade has made 
a saving. A weakness of less importance 
is that irrespective of whether an operative 
has spent two hours or forty-six and a half 
hours on a site the same percentage of 
bonus payable is awarded. The specimen 
sheet shows distinctly that some of the 
work to be executed is unbonusable. To 
state a case, two carpenters may work a 
full week of forty-six and a half hours each 
on this job. A spends the whole forty-six 
and a half hours on bonusable work. 
B spends twelve hours on unbonusable 
work and the balance on bonusable work. 
Assuming the bonus earned and payable 
equals 20 per cent., then A receives 464 
hours at the standard rate, plus 20 per 
cent..; B receives 344 hours at the standard 
rate plus 20 per cent., and 12 hours at the 
standard rate. 

In other words, B loses 20 per cent. on 
12 hours because he was detailed to carry 
Out certain work for which a bonus pay- 
ment had not been arranged. For a scheme 
as described it would require the utmost 
vigilance on the part of the foreman to 
keep a true record of the hours worked and 
how employed. 

_Appendix B_ illustrates methods of 
distributing bonus and gives examples. 
Four examples are given, but it is proposed 
here to deal with one only and that one 
has the principal attributes of success— 
simplicity and fairness. Here is an extract 
from the appendix which is self-explanatory. 

£ s.d. 


s. 

ist Bricklayer 46 hours at 2s. 10d. 610 4 
2nd, pes = 3 610 4 
ae * he 610 4 
4th =, 40 ce en 513 4 
1st Labourer 46 2 oehee 5 4 5% 
2nd, £ Bere BO 2. oe 

The assumed sum for distribution as 
bonus is £7 13s. 9d. The method of 


distribution where bonus is calculated 
pro rata to the wages earned at the standard 
rates is as below:— 


: NNUMBER OF SHILLING SHARES 
ist Bricklayer = See «-- 130 (£6 10s. 4d.) 
2nd am ae eA «-» 130 (£6 10s. 4d.) 
3rd Ae ts Ss --- 130 (£6 10s, 4d.) 
4th wt 113 (£5 13s. 4d.) 
ist Labourer... cae --» 104 (£5 4s. 54d.) 
2nd i oie mn «» 104 (£5 4s. 54d.) 
Total 711 shilling shares 


__ Total bonus expressed in pence, 1,845 (£7 13s. 9d. 
in pence). 

— value in pence falling to each share is 
= 2.6 pence. 

Each member of the gang will therefore 
receive as bonus, 2.6 pence for each shilling 
earned at the standard rate, which demon- 
strates clearly that an operative may lose 
time yet enjoy the benefits of a bonus 
system. 


General Comment 


_As the contents of the Memorandum are 
digested, one gets the impression that no 
explorable avenue has been left unexplored ; 
that many schemes have been presented to 
and examined by the committee; and that 
many of the schemes have failed to reach 
the desired standard (a standard which 
should be fair and equitable to the opera- 
tive and be as simple in conception and 
€xpression as it is possible to make it). 
“ Interim ” is understood to mean a period 
of trial and error, and whilst the perfect 
system may not yet have emerged, the 
Stage Bonusing Scheme and the system 
being operated by a national firm 
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(Appendix E) should be carefully studied 
by all employers interested. 

The Committee responsible for the 
publication of the Memorandum are to be 
congratulated on a determined and honest 
endeavour to arrive at a down-to-earth 
policy of incentive systems to suit all 
types of businesses, and some progress 
has been made. They may rest assured 
that the contents of the Memorandum will 
be fully discussed wherever builders meet. 

Editorial Note——Employers and opera- 
tives interested in incentive systems will 
find ‘‘ Price Build-up To-day ” invaluable. 
Conversion tables giving the cash equiva- 
lents of labour constants at all the existing 
wage rates are included in the latest con- 
solidated edition. Price 7s. 10d. post free, 
from the publisher, The Builder, 4, 
Catherine-street, W.C.2. 


TWO EXAMPLES FROM 
THE MEMORANDUM 


Particulars of a scheme of bonusing as 

operated by a Southern Counties builder 
on all types of work [Appendix F]. 

PART 1. 

(1) A schedule will be prepared for all 
general building operations giving the 
estimated labour costs without travelling 
expenses, insurances or other extras, 
reduced to a price per unit. This will 
be the target on which all bonusing 
will be based. 

(2) Any work which cannot be measured 
will be given a target probably from the 
original estimate, if any, before the 
work is commenced. 

(3) The above schedule will be subject to the 
addition or deduction of a percentage 
to make it fit in with each particular 
contract or job, according to quantity 
or condition of the work. This per- 
centage will be set before work is com- 
menced. The schedule will be subject to 
revision up or down from time to time. 

(4) For the purpose of bonusing the men 
will be split up into gangs, probably one 
gang to each contract or job. 

(5) Each week a surveyor will measure the 
quantity of work done by each gang, 
and will estimate the target figure from 
the schedule, making the necessary 
percentage adjustments. Any saving 
between this and the labour costs of 
the gang for that week will be split up as 
follows :— 

Per cent. 
Men, for immediate distribution 50 
Contribution from the compan 
as set out in para. (7) ... 7 
To pay the cost of operating the 
scheme and reduce’ the cost of 
building operations... we 40 

(6) The payments to each gang will be split 
up as follows and included with the 
wages for the following week :— 

Parts each 


man 
General Foreman es 7 
Foreman and Chargehands 6 
Tradesmen and Gangers in 
charge of men ; ae 5 
Labourers and Trainees 4 
Apprentices a 3 
Boys under 18 years of age 2 


(7) An amount equal to 20 per cent. of each 
man’s weekly bonus payments will be 
credited to the workman’s bonus 
account, being a contribution from the 
company towards the following :— 
(A) The cost of rectifying any bad or 
inferior workmanship executed by 
the particular man, up to a maxi- 
mum of the total of this contribu- 
tion standing to this man’s credit at 
any particular time. 

(B) Any amount over £5 will be used to 
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make up the weekly pay when no 
bonus has been earned, through cir- 
cumstances beyond the man’s con- 
trol. 

(C) Any amount over £5 will be paid to 
the man immediately before his 
annual holiday. 

(D) A man being discharged by the 
company other than through mis- 
conduct shall be paid the whole of 
the amount standing to his credit in 
this fund. 
A man who is discharged through 
misconduct will not be entitled to 
any payment from this fund. 
This fund to be treated entirely asa 
contribution from the company 
and no employees will be legally 
entitled to draw from it. All pay- 
ments to be made at the discretion 
of the directors. 

(8) The office staff will not take part in this 
scheme, but to provide for the non- 
producers working from the yard the 
following scheme will be in force :— 

A sum equal to 40 per cent. of the total 
bonus earned on all jobs will be split 
up weekly as follows :— 


(E) 


(F) 


Storekeeper ... 5 parts. 
Drivers ee re 
Yard boy .. 1 


which will ensure that the bonus paid 
to them is related to output. 

(9) A workmen’s committee will be formed 
to thrash out any difficulties or dispute 
which may arise through this scheme. 

PART 2. 

The general principles in the bonus 
scheme as set out in Part 1 above are used 
for all classes of work. Wherever possible, 
work is measured on completion even 
down to the smallest job and a suitable 
percentage added to suit the particular 
work done. 

Generally speaking, this system of meas- 
urement is used for all work in excess of 
one day’s duration, but for minor jobbing, 
such .as roof repairs, tap washers, drain 


clearing, etc., the following system is 
resorted to:— _ : } 
Immediately instructions are received 


from the customer for this type of work, it 
is entered in the firm’s jobbing book by a 
responsible person, who at the same time 
assesses the probable hours required by the 
man or men, who will carry out this work ; 
this is entered in a separate column on the 
side, also on the jobbing sheet which is 
handed to the workman. This number of 
hours forms the target for the workman 
to compete against and any saving is split 
up in the same manner as the saving on the 
other works. 

Should, however, the man fail to beat the 
target but can give’a satisfactory reason for 
this together with a detailed explanation 
of the work he did, the target figure maybe 
increased if the person in charge considers 
the work has been done within a reasonable 
time and that the man is entitled to some 
bonus recognition. 

As an example, the plumber may be 
given five addresses where tap washers are 
required and is allowed one hour for each. 
He may complete the work in three hours, 
thereby saving two hours on his total target. 


(Example) 
Work Order No............. 
Name and Address of Customer.......+++++++* 
yf. 6 hours (2 men) 


Nature of Work Time taken 
Renew bottom portion 4 hours (each) 
of door, etc. 


Signature of workmen 





Site.. 


Nan 


Smith 
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Some particulars of a Stage Bonusing 
Scheme with the brickwork on a completed 
house as the Bonusing Unit and the ‘‘Target”’ 
expressed in cash (operation by a Midlands 
builder) with copies of Bonus Target 
Analysis Sheet as used and Bonus Labour 
Analysis Sheet as used [Appendix D]. 


|JInrRopuctory Nore AND EXAMPLE 


The Bonusing Unit (expressed in cash) is 
the brickwork for one house. 

The Gang is composed of a foreman, 
3 bricklayers and 2 labourers. 

The Target Figure is computed on present 
day prices including the latest increase in 
wages. 

The Bonus Figure is 50 per cent. of the 
saving between “* target’ and actual costs 
as per time sheets. 

Bonus is paid on a points system to each 
man according to the number of points 
allotted in relation to the number of hours 
he has worked on the job, at the rate of 
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5 points for foremen, 4 points each for 
craftsmen and 3 points each for labourers. 
Target Figure : £737 13s. for 4 houses. 


; Per house: £184 8s. 3d. 
This would work out at, say 
Ss 2.4 
230 hours Foreman at 3s. 2d... 36 8 4 
226 Bricklayer A. at 2s. 10d. ae @° 4 
y 7-5 ae re B. at 2s. 10d. 3117 6 
225 ‘0 C. at 2s. 10d.. 3117 6 
230 Labourer D. at 2s. 34d... 26 2 34 
See’ 3s os E. at 2s. 33d. 26 2 34 
£184 8 3 
Example of Actual Cost. 
170 hours Foreman at 3s. 2d... 26 18 4 
166 ,, Bricklayer A. at 2s.10d... 2310 4 
166 —,, ~ B. at 2s. 10d. 23 10 4 
164, oe C. at 2s. 10d. 23 4 8 
170 ~,, Labourer D. at 2s. 34d. . 19 6 OF 
i + E. at 2s. 34d. 19 6 O+ 
£135 15 9 


Bonus Figure £184 8s. 3d. 
£135 15s. 9d. 


Divide £48 12s. 6d. by two= £24 6s. 3d. 





’ 
Bonus TARGET ANALYSIS 
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This analysis is, of course, a reversal of the build-up when | 
estimating, and is shown fully on these sheets for the ‘ 
benefit of any inquiries which may be made by opera- 
tives’ committee or foreman. 
Bonus LABOUR ANALYSIS 
Mt ads 5 Goon ccaubews Secaes eo 825. cdo cdapacvertcoasateus Blocks 21-23 
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Nos. Hours Costs Points Payable 
21 | 22 | 23 Ad 
Streets ...) 9 | 17| 63 | 89 | 
Smith ...} 23 | 60 | 17 | 100 | 
| 
tI 
| 























Each operation is kept separate on time sheets, recorded in bonus 
cost book and brought forward into this sheet at end of operation. 
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Target Figure £ 

Total Cost (Labour) £—_—___—_— Date Paid. / /194 
Saving ... 2)£—__—__—_ 

Bonus Payable £ 


Per Point 


21 


Payable Bonus 
Divide £24 6s. 3d. by actual hours worked, multiplied 
by points, allotted as above, i.e., 5 to foreman, 
etc. 


170;x 5 850 
166; 4 664 
166 x 4 664 
164 x 4 656 
170 x 3 510 
170 x 3 510 

3,854 points—11d. per point. 

Therefore— = 
& a,.&3 

Foreman received 850 x 14d. 5 6 3 

Bricklayer A. 664 x 14d. 43 0 

4 B. 664 x 14d. 430 

a Cc. 656 x 14d. 420 

Labourer D. 510 x 14d. 3.3.9 

“ E. 510 x 14d. ce Bib 

Total per house £24 1 9 


FOR MANAGEMENT 
Scheme for Part-Time Students 


A SCHEME which will completely re- 
organise and encourage the development 
of training arrangements for part-time 
students of management in industry and 
commerce was announced by the Min- 
istry of Education on June 23. 

Aspirants to positions in administra- 
tion and management will be able to 
pursue progressive and systematic courses 
of study leading to an Intermediate Cer- 
tificate and to the more advanced award 
of a Diploma in Management Studies. 

This development follows the recom- 
mendations of the Urwick Report on 
Education for Management which was 
published in 1947. The report estimated 
that industry and commerce employed 
nearly half-a-million men and womer 
in managerial positions and that recruit- 
ment was at-the rate of 12,000 a year. 

It was pointed out that while young 
men and women cannot be trained by 
theoretical training alone, courses of 
study have an important place in train- 
ing. Following this report, the Ministry of 
Education approached the British Insti- 
tute of Management with the object of 
preparing a single scheme of certifica- 
tion in management studies which would 
have the approval of the professional 
bodies concerned. Agreement has now 
been reached on such a scheme, and in 
view of its importance local education 
authorities, governing bodies, and the 
principals of Further Education establish- 
ments concerned have been asked to sub- 
mit their plans for Certificate and Dip- 
Joma courses as soon as possible for 
approval by the Ministry of Education 
and the British Institute of Management. 

For the Intermediate Certificate, stu- 
dents will be required to have reached 
a certain educational standard. They 
‘will take a three-year part-time course 
concurrently with commercial or imdus- 
trial employment. They must have 
reached a minimum age of 23 years be- 
fore completing the course. 

For the Diploma, the course will be of 
two kinds: specialised and general. Stu- 
dents must have obtained an Intermedi- 
ate Certificate or be otherwise suitably 
qualified to pursue more advanced study 
in management subjects. They must 
have reached a minimum age of 25 years 
before completing the course, which will 
last two years. 

Where the experience and age of the 
students merit special consideration, full- 
time courses or other alternative 
arrangements may be made. 

Copies of Rules 116 setting out the 
arrangements and conditions for these 
awards, together with notes for guidance, 
may be obtained from H.M.S.O. (price 
2d. net). 
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IRON AND STEEL BILL 
B.LS.F. Arguments Against 


Now that the Iron and Steel Bill has 
- been read a second time in both 
Houses of Parliament it is possible to 
evaluate more closely the arguments used 
for and against this far-reaching measure. 
The British Iron and Steel Federation 
has recently issued a booklet “Iron and 
Steel Bill—Some Arguments For and 
Against,” which discusses some of the 
major arguments on both sides: it is not, 
however, intended to be a comprehensive 
exposition of the cases either for or 
against the Bill, which would be far 
beyond the scope of a short publication. 


An introduction to the booklet states: 

“The barrenness of the Government’s 
case for pressing this Bill through—in the 
last months of a Parliament; against 
the weight of argument; by use of the 
guillotine and an overwhelming and un- 
critical majority; and by modification of 
the Constitution—stands fully revealed. 

“It is alleged that the iron and steel 
industry is a private monopoly which 
maintains high prices and is inefficient. 
The plain truth is that it is not a private 
monopoly, since its‘ prices and develop- 
ment policy are controlled by the Govern- 
ment; its prices are not high, since they 
are lower than comparable prices in most 
other countries; and it is not inefficient 
since (in addition to earning profits at 
moderate prices) it is half-way through a 
modernisation and development pro- 
gramme of unprecedented size, its output 
is higher than any previously attained, 
and its productivity has increased during 
the last ten years more than that of 
most other industries in the country. 

“It is further alleged that the iron 
and steel industry exercises great power 
over the economic life of the. country, 
and that it cannot be effectively controlled 
by the State in the national interest un- 
less it is also owned by the State. The 
plain truth is that the industry is the 
servant, and in no sense the master, of 
the economy; that it suffers more than 
most industries from steep and deep 
declines in the demand for its products 
in times of trade recession; that in com- 
bating fluctuations in demand the owner- 
ship of the industry is an irrelevant con- 
sideration; and that it has been effectively 
supervised by the Government for the 
last 15 years. The thesis that the State 
must own in order to control is not 
only fallacious—it is highly dangerous 
to a community in which freedom is 
still valued. 

“There is nothing in the Bill which 
will enable better, cheaper, steel to be 
produced in larger quantities, and much 
that will prevent it. In fact, it is not 
an “Jron and Steel” Bill at all; it is 
a measure designed to put into a bureau- 
cratic straitjacket approximately 250 
firms, of which about 70 are engaged in 
processes unrelated to iron and steel pro- 
duction (and, indeed, about 130 are not 
part of the industry’s present organisa- 
tion). The remainder, as well as produc- 
ing iron or steel, are engaged also in 
a variety of extraneous activities. Nearly 
400 firms forming part of the steel im 
dustry’s present organisation will not be 
taken over. 

“The Bill is founded on the doctrinaire 
fallacy that effective supervision of an 
industry cannot be divorced from owner- 
ship; it ignores altogether the increasingly 
successful partnership between the 
Government and the industry in recent 
years and is based on ‘no impartial sur- 
vey of the industry’s present organisa- 
tion; its introduction, unnecessary at any 
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time, is particularly harmful at this cri- 
tical period in the country’s economic 
affairs; and it confers powers much wider 
than those needed to carry out its alleged 
purpose. 

“In addition to these general defects, 
there are many important objections of 
principle to the Bill itself from the in- 
dustry’s own viewpoint. Outstanding 
among these are the following:— 

(1) It splits the industry and _ its 
voluntary organisations into two 
parts—one publicly and one privately 
owned. By acquiring an ownership 
interest in the publicly-owned part, 
the Government disqualifies itself for 
the important task of supervising the 
whole industry in the national 
interest. 

(2) It establishes the principle of pub- 
lic ownership in activities far beyond 
the limits of iron and steel produc- 
tion as generally understood. More- 
over, it enables public ownership to 
be extended, without further enact- 
ments, over an indeterminate and 
virtually limitless field. 

(3) It enables the publicly-owned ele- 
ment—which acquires its assets at 
bargain prices and is able to borrow 
very substantial amounts at gilt- 
edged rattes—to control both ‘the 
volume and the price of its compe- 
titors’ chief raw material (steel), and 
to subsidise its own sales of com- 
peting finished products by charging 
high prices for the raw material of 
which it holds a virtual monopoly. 

(4) It weakens in managements the 
sense of personal responsibility for 
the efficiency and development of 
their works and creates a tendency 
to over-centralisation, uniformity and 
rigidity. 

_“ Many of the serious defects of this 
Bill escaped discussion in the House of 
Commons,” concludes the introduction. 
“It is clear from the amendments put 
down for discussion in Committee in 
the House of Lords that they are now 
to be brought to light and fully argued. 
No amount of amendment, however, will 
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remove the fundamental objections to 
this Bill—that it is unnecessary, inoppor- 
tune, and wrongly conceived, both in its 
general principles and in many impor- 
tant particulars.” 


FEES FOR W.D. WORK 


Answers to Questions at L.C.C, 
Meeting 


AT the meeting of the London County 
Council, on June 28, COUNCILLOR E, 
BAYLIss, chairman of the General Pur- 
poses Committee, replying to questions 
asked by Alderman Magnus Wechsler re- 
garding architects’ fees for W.D. work (see 
The Builder, June 17), said:— 

“ (i) Private architects employed by the 
Council on war damage repair work are 
paid according to the scale laid down by 
the War. Damage Commission after con- 
sultation with the professional bodies con- 
cerned. 

‘*(ii) The answer to the first part of the 
question is ‘No.’ Moreover, I have no 
record of any complaint by any architect 
employed or proposed to be employed by 
the Council on the repair of war damage. 

“The answer to the second part of the 
question is also ‘ No.’ The scale is part 
of a comprehensive arrangement applic- 
able to the repair of war damage generally 
and it is almost inevitably more generous 
at some points and less generous at others. 

“‘(ii) There has been no such pressure 
as is suggested. It would, in my view, be 
improper for the Council to pay, out of 
ratepayers’ money, fees for war damage 
repairs in excess of those laid down by 
the War Damage Commission as providing 
adequate remuneration and freely accepted 
by all architects the Council has em- 
ployed.” 

In a supplementary question, ALDERMAN 
WECHSLER asked: “In view of the fact 
that the chairman of the Committee has 
told us that he is not aware of the fact 
that the R.I.B.A. has refused to accept the 
War Damage Commission’s scales, if evi- 
dence of these facts are brought to his 
notice will he reconsider the policy of his 
Committee in this connection? ” 

Councillor Bayliss made no reply. 


IN PARLIAMENT 
Agricultural Housing 


Mr. JouN E. Haire asked the Minister 
of Health if he would instruct local 
authorities not to include private build- 
ing licences granted for agricultural 
purposes in the normal ratio of licences 
for private building. 

Mr. BEVAN said the discretion given te 
local authorities to issue licences up to 
one-fifth of their allocation was the 
utmost concession that could be made at 
this time consistently with the housing 
policy of the Government that houses 
should be available at reasonable rents 
to those in the greatest need. [June 23.] 


Metal Switches. 

Mr. SKINNARD asked the Minister of 
Education whether, in view of the danger 
to children, he would discourage the in- 
stallation of metal tumbler switches with 
easily removable unearthed metal covers 
in concrete-floored wash-rooms am 
corridors of new school buildings. 

MR. TOMLINSON said that those respon- 
sible for providing new school buildings 
were expected to pay due regard to the 
British Standards Code of Practice on 
Electrical Installations, which deals with 
the matter referred to in the question. 
He had no reason to believe that children 
were exposed to avoidable risks in their 
schools. [June 23.] 
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PRICES CURRENT OF MATERIALS® 


NOTE.—These prices apply to large quantities of materials at works at London stations, or site, in London area as stated. Prices 


for smaller quantities ex merchant’s warehouse will of course be higher. 


Owing to the exceptional circumstances which prevail at 


the present time, prices of materials should be confirmed by inquiry. The prices of softwoods are for cash on delivery. 


BRICKS, etc. 

: £«.¢ 
First Hard Stocks... owe as a = ee -o 
Second Hard Stocks ts . ass 
Mild Stocks 710 0 


All loaded free into lorry at the works. The question 
of haulage is still very difficult and prices must be 
obtained from job to job. 

2-in. Nominal At Maiden To Sites in West 


Phorpres Bricks. Lane Stn., Central District 
per 1,000. per 1,000. 
s. d. s. 
Commons ion ae: eS 85 0 
Cellular ... oma oo 67 11 85 0 
Keved ... rae > ae Oo 87 0 
Cellular Keyed ooo! ie. 87 0 
Rustics ... set oe 2S 8 105 0 
Cellular Rustics oo SF hi 102 11 
Single Bullnose ... —— 105 0 
dfaced es w-) aes 2 115 0 
Cortex Facing Brick ... 88 0 100 0 


*At King’s Cross Stn. tex King’s Cross Stn. 


7. a 
Best blue Pressed Stafis. (London Stns.)... 18 16 0 
Do. Bullnose (London Stns.) oe) oe ee 
Blue Wire Cuts (London Stns.) ... tae 16 14 6 
Best Stourbridge Fire Brick (London Stns.) :— 
& Be aes £'s.. a 
24 in. 1618 6 3 in. 19 16 


G.iazep Bricks (London Stns.). The prices given 
below are now subject to a percentage addition of 274. 
Best White Ivory D’ble Stretchers 53 10 0 


and Salt Glazed D’ble Headers 48 10 0 
Stretcher 40 0 O Oneside &twoends 5410 0 
Headers 39 10 O Twosides &oneend 56 0 0 


Quoins,Bullnose 3. 9 @ 
& 44in.Flats 50 0 
Second Quality, £2 Os. per 1,000 less than best. Cream 
and buff, £2 Os. extra over white. Other colours. 
Hard Glaze, £5 10s. Od. extra over white. 
Haulage to site 20s. 1,000. 


PARTITION SLABS. 


Delivered Central London Area. 


HOLLow CLAy PARTITION BLOCKS. 
London Brick Company. 


Splays and Squints 
0 








Mininum Lorry Loads. Keyed. s. d. 

ee IRE LOI, TREE. won neccrendastesscevecessse > 3 

a” bs “a . eS < Oe 

> 5, 400... 4 0 

x ic eT a ee 4 7 

Half blocks add 2s. per yard super to above prices 
CLINKER CONCRETE. 

2” per yd. sup. ... 2 3” per yd. sup. 3 6 
Bee. COME ER en | coi eng 
CRANHAM TERRA COTTA. 

Size 12 x 9x 2” per yd. super 34 
Size 12x9x2}” ,, ope ie Ss -# 
Size 12x 9x 3” a BS 4 0 
Size 12x9x 4” a a 4°7 
HEMPSTEAD—KEYED Two SIDES. 

Lek ee : oe eexs .. 40 
le oa 3 4 12x9x4’ 47 





Free on site, London. 


Per yard super d/d. 
for smooth 


Plus 2d. for smooth one side, and 


both sides. 

STONE. 

BatH STONE— s. d. 
RTI <= rulcc di sudeicdviubanaevksobadians 5 4 
St. Aldhelm Box Ground..............cseeeeeees 6 4 
Delivered in railway trucks at South 

Lambeth, G.W.R., per ft. cube. 


PORTLAND STONE— 
Brown Whitbed, in random blocks of 20 ft. 
average, delivered in railway trucks at 
Nine Elms, S. Rly............20. perft. cube 6 14 
Nore.—ald. per ft. cube extra for every ft. 
over 20 ft. average and 4d. beyond 30 ft. 
Hoptron-Woop STONE— 
F.O.R. Quarries, Wirksworth, Derbyshire. , 
Random blocks up to 3 ft. 3 in. long and not 
MONEE MDHIE. Mi act ne casnceccesssesel per ft.cube 22 6 
Slabs—Random sizes sawn 2 sides, up to 
Sft. long and not over 15 ft. super, 


Zim, per M7. MUPST © 202... ccccccsecscscccecscee 47 
York Stone, BLuE—Robin Hood Quality. 
Delivered at any Goods Station, London. 
6 in. sawn two sides landings to sizes (under 
30 £R. SUPEE).<.c0cccrsccceccceces per ft. super 9 4 
6 in. rubbed two sides, ditto ra “a 10 10 
3 in sawn two sides slabs (ran- 
EEE ioe oe 45 
2in. to 2} in. sawn one side slabs 
(random sizes) (paving) a e 2 4 
Id in. to 2in. ditto ......... ” ” 2 14 
Harp YoRK— 
Delivered at any Goods Station, London 
Scrappled random blocks per ft. cube 13 4 
6 in. sawn two sides landings to sizes (under 
Oe SS aa ee per ft. super 10 
6 in. rubbed two sides, ditto se eS: 11 10 


4 in. sawn two sides slabs (random 








SIZES) _seveccscecceeeseseceoces as se 5 
3 in. ditto ditto ...... = je 4 10 
2 in. self-faced random flags per yd. super... 19 9 


CEMENT. 


Best British Portland Cement. 
tion delivered London area 
6-ton loads and upwards site......... per ton 
Be BP NNN TED sence ciesedencnascasssecracanssencps 
In non-returnable paper bags charged at 

11/— net per ton or 7d. each net per sack 

in lots of less than 1 ton. 

In non-returnable jute sacks charged at 11/- 
per ton. 

In returnable jute sacks charged at the rate 
of 35/6 net per ton of cement of 1/94 net 
per sack in lots of less than 1 ton. Credit 
on return at 1/6 net per sack. 

In returnable cotton sacks charged at the rate 
of 3/4 net each sack. Credit on return at 
3/— net each sack. 

“ Ferrocrete’’ Rapid Hardening Cement 
6-ton loads and upwards site 

NINN Scircnicabccpasnchuindsassbadsasncene 3 

In paper bags 11/— per ton extra. 

** Aquacrete ’’ Water Repellent cement, 31/6 
per ton on ordinary “ Blue Circle”’ 
prices. In paper bags, 9/— per ton extra. 

Red, Buff or Khaki “‘ Colorcrete”’ in 6-ton 
lots 
in paper bags 9/— per ton extra. 

Other colours, according to colour. In 4- 
ton lots from 173/— to 397/- per ton 
(including paper bags). 

“ Snowcrete ’”? White Portland Cement (In 
ES aaa ae 11 14 


Standard Specifica- 

Ss d. 
* 306 
33 6 


oo 


eee ae percwt. 0 14 
“417”? Cement (Ultra Rapid Hardening) 
Delivered Site London Area in 6-ton lots 
PUAMIMIEIE <a sans nan saves dsagnescssees<te ances 420 
In paper bags 9/— per ton extra. 
Super Cement (Waterproof), bags extra... 412 0 
Cullamix Tyrolean Finish...£7 156 to 9 9 0 
(i-ton lots and upwards, including cost 
of paper bags). 
eS s..4. £ s.1d 
Parian Cement 8 6 9 Keen’s Cement,White8 6 9 
Pink 8 1 9 
PLASTER. 
£ -e.d: £ ad. 
Coarse, Pink 5 11 9 Sirapite, Coarse 515 6 
weenie 5.19 9 » Finish 63 6 


Above prices for 1-ton loads and over London Area. 
Blue Lias Lime, Hydrated Lime, 
inc. bags, 6- 6-ton lots......... 4. 56 


fon TOks .:.s.. i 
Granite Chips, Lump Lime, 6- 
6-ton lots ..2 3 0 ton lots ...... 3:48°.3 
Hair, percwt.... 4 4 6 


Stourbridge Fireclay in paper bags £4 2s. 0d., 6-ton 
lots at railway depot. 








, SLIDING 
a ele): 


GEAR 


GEO.W.KING” 


H:iTCHIN-HERTS 
PHONE HITCHIN 960 [1oLiNEs] 


WRITE FOR 
ILLUSTRATED 
BOOKLET 





PLASTER AND WALL BOARDS. 


Plaster (Gypsum) Boards #in. thick, 600 yds. ang 
Over in one delivery 1/9 sq. yard. 
Wall Boards—3 and 4’ wide, 6 to 12’, 3” thick. 
yds. and over in one delivery, 2/—sq.yd. 
Carriage paid to site. 


SAND. 


D/D site in full lorry loads. Average of prices for 
Boroughs of Westminster, Paddington, Holborn and 










St. Pancras. s. d. 
RURIION ERAUAGE ook ss cn csh i cccectssvestne peryd. 15 9 
et are “ 15 10 
of ae a 15 3 
Washed Sand prt 17 0 
Zin. shingle ..:........: a. 1S 2 
Zin. Broken Brick i 17 6 
PUN os ven sccednackdavevesexceseee - 10 4 
TILES. 
Delivered at London rate stations in full truck loads 
OE THE RRR GRID ORI oa 555 5 a6 0 sasienssveesvaee Per 1, 
f.o.r London 
Best machine made tiles from Broseley or 
Staffordshire districts ...........0ce..secseees 9 14 6 
Ditto, hand-made, ditto . 11 11 6 
Ornamental ditto —.................200e 12 40 
Hip and valley tiles—Hand-made ....... 19 § 
(per dozen) —Machine-made 18 4 


Note.—Breakage in transit, purchasers’ responsibility. 
SLATES. 


First quality slates from Penrhyn or Portamadoc 
carriage paid in full truck loads to London Rate Station 


Per 1,000 actual £  s. d. £ sd 
y a} Gee 69 18 0 oe, 35 10 6 
28 DF AZ .03.% 144 TF  ocecse 32 Sm 
BLOOPER ccsecs 55 0 6 16 by 10 ...... 31 13 3 
0 ae 3.7 8 lg eee 24 13 9 
WD by'0 ...... 46 6 3 

Note : Breakage in transit, purchasers’ responsibility. 

PLUMBERS’ BRASS WORK. 


Delivered in London. 
M.O.H. 


S.D. Bis Cocxs CrutcH HEAD, FOR [RON. 
4in. 66/— jin. 108/— per doz. 
TorteT Bip Cocks For IRON. 
4in. 114/— jin. 171/— per doz. 
S.D. Stop Cocks FoR IRON. 
in. 2 in. 1 in. Ijin. 14in, 2 in. 
111/— 189/— 312/- 468/- 840/-— per doz. 
S.D.S. Cocks witH Two UNIONS FOR LEAD. 
* din. lin. Itin. 4in. 2in. 
150/— 312/- 642/— 1056/— per doz. 
Dous_e Nut BoILer SCREwWs. 
4 in. 2 in. lin. Idin. I4in. 2in. 
17/- 20/- 36/— 68/— 108/- 140/— per doz. 
HEAVY CROYDON BALL VALVES. 
in. 3 in. 1 in. i 14 in. 
150/— 263/- 570/— per doz. 
CAPS AND SCREWS. 
4 in. 





I4in. 2in. 3in. 34in. 
33/- 41/- 79/— 107/-  139/- per doz. 
Brass SLEEVES. 
Idin. 2in. 3in. 3hin. 4in. 
29/-  36/— =+67/—-_ —-77/—=+=101/— per doz. 
LEAD TRAPS WITH BRASS CLEANING SCREWS. 
1} x 6 Ib. 14 x 6 lb. 2x7. 3x7 Ib. 
Lead P. 71/- 89/- 143/-— 219/— per doz. 
Lead S. 87/- 108 /— 176/- 291/— per doz. 
So_DER.—Plumbers’ 3/4, Tinmen’s 4/2, Blow vipe 
4/3 per Ib. 
Copper Tubes. ......... 1/93 per Ib. Basis. 
Brass Tubes............ 1/104 per lb. Basis. 
Basis prices are subject to extras. 


GLUE. 


pericwt. 4 9 9% 
5p RETA SRS per Ib. 9 


VARNISHES, etc. 
Outside 


Best Scotch Glue 
Croid Glue 


Per gallon. 
Oak Varnish 6 9 
Fine do. 16 0 
Fine Copal 
Pale Copal 
Floor Varnish .. 
Fine Pale Paper 
Hard Drying Oak 
Fine Hard Drying Oak 
Fine Copal Varnish 






1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
2 
1 
1Aiza8 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 


Best Mh. sescace 16 0 
Best Japan Gold Size 150 
Best Black Japan .......... 8 6 
IIIS MIE F cnacvctsosscadasccccoctcecstessee 46 
Berlin Black ........ 8 6 
Knotting (patent) ............... 12 6 
French and Brush Polish . Pr 


Liquid Dryers in Terebene 





* The information given on these pages has beea 
specially compiled for THE BuILDER, and is copyrig#t. 
The aim in this list is to give, as far as possible, the 
average prices of materials, not necessarily the highest 
or lowest. Quality and quantity obviously affect 
prices—a fact which should be remembered by those 
who make use of this information. Prices are subject 





to 24 per cent. cash discount. 
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PRICES CURRENT OF MATERIALS—(contd.) 
See Note at top of preceding page. 


PAINTS, etc. 





+. 

w Linseed Oil (5 galls.) ...... per gallon 18 0 
peed Linseed Oil (5 galls.) i 18 6 
Genuine White Lead (free kegs) cwt. 7 6 6 
Genuine White Lead Paint (tins free) gall 2 5 0 
Genuine Red Lead .............++ cwt. 7 1 0 
Putty (free packages) aes cwt. 212. 9 
Size XD quality.............0-see0 fkn e's 6 


a 


Turpentine substitute can be obtained and prices 
vary according to quality from 3/8 gallon upwards. 


METALS. 
Joists, GIRDERS, &C., TO LONDON STATION. 
R. S. Joists, cut and fitted £34 
Plain Compound Girders 2 
a os Stanchions .. ms 
In Roof Work  .........ccccescccccccsccescseees 0 
Note.—These prices are for standard pieces and not 
special pieces of an awkward nature. 
MILD STEEL ROUNDS.—To London Stations, per 
ton. 








i ; £ s. d. Diameter. eG 
os? deaeds 30 1 O er 27 16 O 
#in. ...... 29 6 O gin. to 2gin. 27 1 O 

Bh, <osses 28 11 

W. I. TUBES. 
TuBES AND TUBULARS. < 
Galv. Class A. List price, less 124 per cent. 
B. . ” ” ” 

i Cc. » Net. 

Black, ra A » less 33 percent. 

ee oy ai) es 

cn .% 2 os 

CI. Hatr-Rounp Gutters.—London — ex 

KS, d. in 6 ft. lengths. top 
agai Gutters. Nozzles. ends. 
2 / 7d. 

2/9 2/5 7d. 

2/10 2/7 1/- 

3/2 3/- 1/2 

3/5 3/3 1/3 

O.G. GUTTERS. 

3/2 2/10 9d. 

3/7 2/10 1/- 

3/7 /- 1/2 

3/9 3/5 1/3 

4/7 4/- 1/5 

RAIN WATER PIPES. 
Per yd. in 6 fts. Pipe. Bends. Branches. 
Angles, 
2 in. - 2/7 3/10 
24 in. /- 4/6 
3 in, 3/8 5/6 
3 in. 4/5 6/5 
4 in. 5/3 7/8 
NET PRICES. 


Tonnage allowance—4-ton lots, 5 per cent. 
2-ton lots, 24 per cent. 


L.C.C. Coatep Sou Pipes.—London Prices, ex stock. 





Pipe. Bends. Branches. 
6/0 4/7 5/6 
6/3 5/2 6/10 
7/0 5/7 8/3 
7/10 6/10 9/6 
ee 1/9 11/1 
L.C.C. CoateD DRAIN PIPE. 
ewt. qr. lb. per yard. Bends. Branches, 
in 9 fts. 
it. 2 fT YP Ge 11/6 20/2 
a... 2.0 & Bf 23/10 41/4 
Per ton basis 
in London. 
Iron.—Staffordshire Crown, 


Merchant £ s. d. 
IN a<2 fascruedtcinchicseccuseeceteteboamenienead ye 

Iron—Staffordshire Marked Bars .. ° 
Mild Steel Bars a 
SE VICE SETIIOBs 5 ps i02< cases ccscecscsuavactees 


Ex Merchant’s Stock 
per ton (two-ton) lots. 
Soft Steel Sheets C.R. and C.A.— £ s 

20 gauge 
24 gauge .... 
26 gauge 

Galvanised Corrugated Sheets, 6 ft. to 9 ft.— 
20 gauge 37 
24 gauge 
26 gauge 
Galvanised Flat Sheets, C.R. and C.A.— 
20 gauge 
24 gauge 
26 gauge 





coo 





ADD 











Cut Nails, 3 in. and up, 1 ton lots 


ALL NET. 

MeTAL Winpows. — Standard sizes suitable for 
complete houses, included all fittings, painting two 
Coats, and delivery to job, average about Od. 
to 6s. 3d. per foot super. 
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LEAD, etc. 


(Deliveries in London, 5 cwts.) 
Leap.—Sheet, English, 34 Ib. and up 
| Pipe in coils 
Soil pipe 
Compo pipe 
Nore.—Country delivery, 10s. per ton extra, lots 
under 3 cwt., 4s. per cwt. extra and over 3 cwt. and 
under 5 cwt., 3s. per cwt. extra. Extra if cut to size. 
| Old lead, ex London area, per ton, £47 03. 04. Buyers 
pay carriage. 





| 
| 
| 


ASS. 
SHEET GLASS, ORDINARY GLAZING QUALITY. 
CUT SIZES. Per ft. Super. 


ENGLISH ROLLED PLATE AND FIGURED 
| CATHEDRAL, ETC., IN CUT SIZES. 






| Over 500 ft. super of all kinds. Per ft. 
| Rolled plate, $ in. — ......ceccescccescreecserecere 7t 

| Rough cast, 3/16 in.... 8 

| Rough case, fin. ... seeneserseeeeeeeeees 83 

| Figure rolled, and Cathedral white Tk 

| Figure rolled, and Cathedral tinted 104 

| ROM ed. GOCE «6. cccecindzsscesscccsosncsscsseerees 6 


Reeded, Broad Reeded, Cross Reeded and 
| Chevron Reeded, ¢ in. thick 1 
| Rolled plate is the same price as rough cast double 
| rolled. Per ft. 


| Wire Cast, } in. thick 
| Georgian Wired Cast 
HOLLOW GLASS BLOCKS. s. 
fi 2—5} in. x S53 in. x 3$in. 2 
3—73 in. X 7g in. x 3gin. 3 
a 32—73 in. X 7} in. X 3g in. - 
diused Corner Brick to match up wi 
, 

ce 
4 32 

TIMBER, SOFTWOODS AND 

HARDWOODS. 

Home GROWN TIMBER Prices.—See Statutory Rules 
and Orders, 1947. No. 94, price 5d. net. 

IMPORTED SOFTWooDS PRICES.—See Statutory Rules 
and Orders, 1947, No. 731, price 1s. 1d. net. 

IMPORTED HARDWOODS PRICES.—See Statutory Rules 
and Orders, 1947, No. 1524, price 1s. 1d. net. 

Note.—The above can be obtained from_H.M. 
Stationery Office, York House, Kingsway, W.C.2. 


OFFICIAL NOTIFICATION 


RAINWATER AND SOIL GOODS. 

The Minister of Supply has made the Control 
of Iron and Steel (No. 72) Order, 1949, which 
came into operation on June 28. .The Order 
increases the maximum prices of Spiegeleisen 
and Rainwater and Soil Goods. Copies of the 
Order may be obtained from H.M. Stationery 
Office or through any bookseller. 


| 
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METAL WINDOWS 


of distinctive design and 
craftsmanship 


100, Westminster Bridge Rd., London, S.E.1 





' A product of England's Largest Glazing Contractors 
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98 0 0 Stirling Castle Proposed as National 


War Memorial 


A PROVISIONAL COMMITTEE has 
been set up by the Scottish War 
Memorial Advisory Council to explore 
the possibility of restoring the Hall of 
Parliament at Stirling Castle as the 
Scottish National War Memorial of the 
second world war. A scheme for restora- 
tion has been produced by Sir Frank 
Mears and has received the approval of 
the executive committee of the council. 
Speaking at a meeting of the council, 
Mr. W. O. Hutchison, R.S.A., chairman 
of the executive committee, said that a 
good many schemes for a memorial had 
been put forward, including the sug- 
gestion of enlarging the present war 
memorial at Edinburgh Castle, but the 
council thought it wrong to try to add 
anything to such a complete work of art. 
Stirling Castle was a central spot for a 
memorial. The building, which was on 
three floors, was a magnificent example 
of Scottish fifteenth-century architecture, 
and that it should be used as barracks 
was an insult to the national conscience. 
Sir Frank Mears, president of the 
Royal Scottish Academy, said the hall 
was, within a few feet, the length and 
breadth of Parliament Hall, Edinburgh. 
The exterior of the building was in quite 
good condition and inside there was 
some quite remarkable stone vaulting, 
but it had been divided into sleeping 
quarters in an almost unbelievable 
fashion. From old drawings prepared at 
the time of the ’15 Rebellion the general 
lines of the construction had been ascer- 
tained and he thought it should be re- 
stored, as nearly as possible, to its 
original condition. 


Development of East Central Scotland 


FAR-REACHING RECOMMENDATIONS are 
made in the Tay Valley Report, in which 
proposals—described as “a new phase in 
economic and social development com- 
parable in scale to the industrial revolu- 
tion of the last century *—are made for 
the future development of East Central 
Scotland. The plan has been prepared 
by an advisory committee under the 
direction of Mr. Gordon E. Payne, 
town planning consultant. 


Redevelopment of Clydebank 


THE Secretary of State for Scotland, 
Mr. ARTHUR WoopsurRN, has declared 
that he is satisfied that the central blitzed 
area of Clydebank requires to be laid 
out afresh and redeveloped as a whole. 

This is the effect of an Order made by 
him on June 22—the first of its kind in 
Scotland—following a public inquiry 
held in Clydebank in December last. 

The Secretary. of State has made it 
clear to the Clydebank Town Council, 
who applied for the Order, that the Order 
does not of itself confer approval of 
their redevelopment proposals submitted 
at the inquiry, and he has also informed 
the Council and all the objectors that the 
Order does not authorise the purchase at 
present of any particular properties. 

Detailed proposals for the redevelop- 
ment of the area covered by the Order 
will now have to be submitted by the 
Clydebank Town Council to the Secre- 
tary of State, and interested parties will 
be given an opportunity of considering 
these proposals and of making represen- 
tations on- them, if they wish, to the 
Secretary of State. The making of the 
Order does, however, initiate the first 
Stage in the redevelopment and rebuild- 
_ = the war-damaged centre of Clyde- 
ank. 


G* 
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Housing in Scotland 


Locat authorities in Scotland have just 
had their allocation of 17,000 new per- 
manent houses made in January increased 
by a further 20,100 houses by the Rt. Hon. 
Arthur Woodburn, M.P., Secretary of 
State for Scotland. 

This decision has been made possible 
because of the progress which the building 
trade has made during the past 18 months 
in accelerating the completion of houses 
under construction. The Secretary of State 
has therefore decided that it is desirable 
for local authorities to proceed to invite 
tenders for a further programme of houses 
for the needs of the general population. 
It is the intention to keep the production 
of houses at its efficient maximum. 

It is still desirable that costs should not 
be forced up by any overloading of the 
building industry and the start of houses 
in each local authority area will be phased 
to fit in with the progress made. In the 
meantime this programme will enable 
local authorities to proceed at once with 
plans for some time ahead, 

The latest allocation of 20,100 houses 
includes 1,900 for miners and 1,500 for 
agricultural workers. 


Details of the new allocations are: 


Counties, Cities AND 20 LARGE BURGHS 





> ~ an 
38 =a ¥> F 
a2. BS cos So. 5 
Local Authority “32 S35 3S ss &§ 
2S 34 Ras) os oo 
Be “yy 84 EF 
ZS —- ~~’ 3s 
N ic} o 
Counties 
Aberdeen .-. 248 — — 230 478 
Angus... sos Rae a — 60 172 
eae | —_ — 40 Ost 
Ayr ae --- 164 200 _ 300 664 
Banff... =p ae — — 50 74 
Berwick ... a ae — — 50 86 
Bute a ae, —_ _— 20 36 
Caithness ~ a — 40 40 
Clackmannan ... 12 150 — 30 =6192 
Dunbarton «. 24 ae — 120 144 
Dumfries soe Se — — 120 216 
East Lothia ana —_ —_ 100 148 
Fife fre! we OF SDD —_— 250 634 
(L.A.) 
Inverness oo ae _ — 70 86 
Kincardine ey = —_ 40 76 
Kinross ... ra — — 20 32 
Kirkcudbright ... 24 — — 60 84 
Lanark ... ow 388), 290 68 750 1,216 
Midlothian a ee) _ 150 536 
Moray ... ion —_ — 50 94 
Nairn a an Be — 12 24 
Orkney ... ~~ — — 20 20 
Peebles ... <i — _- 20 32 
Perth oie pas carmen — — 100 152 
Renfrew ask oe _ — 200 232 
Ross and 
Cromarty 24 — — 70 94 
Roxburgh eo — — 50 86 
Selkirk cas a ~ - 10 26 
Stirling ... 36 _— — 250 286 
Sutherland 20 _ — 30 50 
West Lothian 24 —_ —_ 120. 144 
Wigtown 36 oo _ 40 76 
Zetland ... - — _ 30 30 
Cities 
Aberdeen — — 100 300 
Dundee — a 380 380 
Edinburgh _ -= — 1,200 1,200 
Glasgow sca oe — 350 1,500 1,850 
Large Burghs 
irdrie ... — — — — 100 100 
Arbroath - = a 70 70 
Ayr ae — _— 42 100 142 
Clydebank oa — 78 80 158 
Coatbridge 7 — 10 150 160 
Dumbarton — — 50 62 112 
Dumfries oo — _ 50 50 
Dunfermline _— 80 — 100 180 
Falkirk ... — — 100 100 
Greenock — — 50 150 
Hamilton _— — 48 100 148 
Inverness — os —_— 80 
Kilmarnock _— — 32 100 =132 
Kirkcaldy «. — 150 — 140 290 
Motherwell and 
Wishaw -—— — 40 180 220 
Paisley .o. — _ _ 150 150 
Perth aie a _ — 100 100 
_ Glasgow ... — _ —_ = 
utherglen — — _— ~ 
Stirling ... —~—— — 30 84 114 
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BUILDING TRADE WAGES IN SCOTLAND 


Following are grade rates authorised by the Scottish N.J.C. from February, 1 1949. Every 
effort is made to ensure accuracy, but we cannot be responsible for errors that may occur, 


Grade Classification A Craftsmen.... 2/10 Labourers.... 2/34 
Aberdeen ........ A Dumfriesshire ....A Inverness ........ A Perthshire ....... A 
rere A | Se A tuverurie. ......:, A Peterhead ........ A 
eT SPE A Dunoon .......... Kincardineshire ..A Renfrewshire ...... A 
Berwickshire ...... A East Fife .... Kinross-shire ...... A Rothesay ........ 

Bridge of Allan....A East Lothian ‘ Lanarkshire ...... A Roxburgshire A 
Broughty Ferry....A Edinburgh ........ Midlothian ...... A nes a 
Clackmannanshire A Fifeshire .......... Monifieth ........ A Sauce. ss oh 4 
ee eee A Fortirshire vaeisig es — and Nairn ..A Stirlingshire ......, A 
Dunblane ....,...A Glasgow .......... aii pd A Stornoway ..:..... A 
Dunbartonshire....A Greenock ........ Peeblesshire ......, A co. ree A 
ee A Hamilton ........ WOME ts oss s oo ek ae A West Lothian ...... A 














The Scottish N.J.C. award on which this is based provides for variation to current rates of Apprenticés 
and Trainees’ wages, which wil! be increased according to scale. 

The Information given in this table is copyright. 

Painters’ rates : 2/10 Grade A ; 2/9 Grade B. (Grade B towns are Banff and Moray and Nairn.) 








used to cheapen and quicken production, 
it should and must be used. The finan- 
cial straits of the country demanded that 
production should be cheapened, and the 
immense building programme demanded 
that production should be quickened. 


Synthetic Slab Granite 


THE Scottish: Hydro Electric Board 
is to promote research to see whether the 
sheeting of synthetic slab granite from 
Aberdeén can be standardised. This 
material is being used to preserve the 
amenities of the country throughout the 
Scottish hydro-electric scheme. Mr. 
Tom Johnson, chairman of the Board, 
who gave these facts, said that if the 
slabs could be standardised it would give 
a great fillip to the local industry. 


NEW BUILDINGS 

Edinburgh.—Warrant granted by Dean af 
Guild Court to Coast Lines, Ltd., shipowners, 
125, Constitution-st., Leith, for erection of trans- 
port shed at £47,000. Plans by J. & F. John- 
ston, 47, Charlotte-st., Leith —Warrant granted 
to W. & M. Duncan, Ltd., for alterations at 
Regent Confectionery Works, Beaverhall-rd. 
Pians by Orphoot & Lindsey, Houstoun House, 
Uphall.—Warrant granted University of Edin- 
burgh for erection of store and installation of 
laboratory at High School Yards, Infirmary-st. 
Plans by J. Cordiner, University Works Dept., 
Infirmary-st.—Warrant granted to Greyhound 
Racing Association, Ltd., 20, Berkeley-sq., Lon- 


Machines for Building 


“ON this site in the centre of Edin- 
burgh is assembled the largest demon- 
stration of modern building plant ever 
brought together in Scotland or indeed 
in Great Britain,” said the Lord Provost 
of Edinburgh, SiR ANDREW MorRRay, 
when he presided at the opening of 
“Machines for the Modern Builder ” 
demonstration on June 21. Sir Andrew 
added that just as the larger machines 
had helped the large civil engineering 
jobs, so, he was sure, could the smaller 
machines and mechanical devices assist 
in the ordinary building work for which 
there was such a heavy demand to-day. 

“In Edinburgh, for example,” he said, 
“T estimate that no less than 30,000 new 
houses are required, in addition to which 
there is, of course, a heavy programme 
of work for the reconditioning of houses.” 

Lorp Morrison, Parliamentary Sec- 
retary, Ministry of Works, said: “ The 
purpose of this exhibition is to give all 
connected with Scottish building an 
opportunity of seeing these new 
machines. We are not trying to force 
you into acquiring something that you 
do not desire. It is for you to judge for 
yourselves, when you have seen them 
and tested them, how your building 


operations can be expedited and don, for alterations to’ Powderhall Stadium, 
cheapened by any of these mechanical Beaverhall-rd., at £8,000. Plans by Reid & 
aids Forbes, 17, Great Stuart-st., Edinburgh.—War- 

; rant granted Congregational Board of St. 


Mr. G. L. OrcHarp, President of the 
Scottish National Building Trades Fed- 
eration (Employers) and a member of 
the Joint Advisory Panel for Scotland, 
said that as an industry they must see 
that wherever mechanisation could be 


Aidan’s Parish Church, Stenhouse-dr., for erec- 
tion of church hall. 

Forfarshire.—From plans by their own staff 
and draughtsmen, the Caledon Shipbuilding & 
Engineering Co., Ltd., Caledon Shipyard, Dun. 
dee, to erect new buildings for offices, work- 
shops, etc. __ 

Glasgow.—New crematorium, for which a 
Provisional Order is to be promoted, was_the 
decision arrived at at a meeting of the Mer- 
chants’ House of Glasgow. The crematorium 
is to erected at the city’s necropolis, off 
Cathedral-sq., Castile-st., St. Rollox. 

Glasgow.—Additions and alterations at 131 
to 171, Boden-st.. for William Hollins & Co., 
Ltd.; are to be carried out, for which the 
architects are Miller & Black, 132, West Regent- 
st., Glasgow. 

Glasgow.—New buildings for offices, etc., for 
the Nationa) Assistance Board are to be erected 
on @ site a Ibroxholm, for which the architect 
is S. Sim, Ministry of Works Offices, George-st., 
23 Edinburgh. 

+  Kilmarnock.—Corporation has plans in hand 
;for houses at New-st. at £5,200; Witchknowe 
5 site at £53,200, and a scheme of shops and 
‘houses at Antonhill-av. at £15,000, and also a 
scheme at Green-st. and London-rd., and altera- 
tions and additions at £9,000 on The Theatre, 
for which the architect is the Burgh §,, N. §. 
} Sutherland, Master of Works Offices, The Cross, 

Kilmarnock. : 

{ Kirkintilloch.—Corporation approved of the 
J application of the Ohurch of Scotland 
; Extension Committee for the site for a hall, 
etc., at the Hillhead housing district, provided 
he necessary consents are procured. F 

Lanarkshire.—Plans in hand for cafe buildings 
at Waddell-st., Wishaw-Motherwell, for which 
‘ the architects are Whyte & Barrie, 38, High-st., 
Lanark. 

Prestwick.—Plans in hand for scheme of 12 
‘houses fot the British Airways Staff House 
* Society, Ltd., on a selected site, for which the 
<: architect is A. G. Edwards, Stratton House, 

Piccadilly, London, W. 
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A sketch of the display arranged by Maidstone builders in connection with 
the Maidstone Exhibition, which opens to-morrow, July 2. 


FUTURE 
CONSTRUCTION 


PUBLIC APPOINTMENTS 


Full details of Public Appointments open will 
be found in the Advertisement pages of this 
and previous issues. 


CONTRACTS OPEN 


For some contracts still open but not in- 
cluded in this list see previous issues. Those 
with an asterisk are advertised in this number. 
The dates at the heads of paragraphs are those 
for the submission of tenders; a dagger (t) 
denotes closing date for applications; the name 
and address at the end refer to the person 
from whom particulars may be obtained. 


BUILDING 


JULY 5. 
t*Paignton U.D.C.—62 houses at Areas No. 2 
and 3, Foxhole estate. C., Municipal Offices. 
LY 6. 


dU 
t*Bristol T.C.—Adaptation, repairs and de- 


corations at Arnos Court, Brislington. City 
Estates S. & Valuer, The Exchange, Corn-st. 
Dep. £2 2s. Tenders by July 20. 


t*8urrey C.C.—Adaptations to provide school 
accommodation at A.R.P. Centre, Shawfields-rd., 
Ash. County 7 County Hall, Kingston-on- 
Thames. Dep. £ 
JULY 9 


t*Ludiow R.D.C.—14 houses at 
Walter B. Bond, F.R.L.C.S., 3, Newhall-st., 
mingham, 3. 

t*Plymouth T.C.— 


Clee Hill. 
Bir- 


60 houses at various sites. 


E. G@. Catchpole (A.), City A., Weston Lodge, 
Seymour-rd. Dep. £3 3s. 
JULY 11. 


“Barking T.C.—108 flats at Longbridge-rd. 
Boro’ A., Town Hall (above date is for return 
of application forms). 

Beeston and Stapleford U.D.C.—68 houses at 
sell Raton-rd. estate. §., Town Hall. Dep. 


t*East Ashford R.D.C.—40 houses with age 
and sewers at 3 sites. Jackson & Jackson (F. & 
A.), 13, North-st., Ashford, Kent. 

t*Southampton C.B.—119 houses at Harefield 
estate, Contract 17a, and 43 houses at Millbrook 
estate, Contract 17b. Boro’ A., Civic Centre. 

Tenders by August 8. 
ham T.C.—20 houses at Queen’s Park. 
Anthony Clark (F.), 1, Grosvenor-rd., Wrexham. 
Dep. £2 2s. Tenders by August 2. 

JULY 13. 

Glastonbury ws oe pairs of houses at 
a View-ave. . Alves, Architect, 66, High- 
si 


*Halifax C.B.—36 aged person’s bungalows 
at Cousin-la, B.E., Crossley-st. Dep. £2 2s 
ybont R.D.C.—92 houses at various sites. 


W. D. Davidson, S., Penybont Offices, Coity-rd., 
Bridgend. 

Warrington T.C.—24 flats for ogut persons at 
gel Farm estate. B.E. & S., Town Hall. 
Dep. £2 2s 

York T.C.—Day nursery at The Glen, 
er. City E. & Architect., Guildhall 

Dp. 


Aireborough U.D. bide “Bight garages at Spring- 
field setnie. 8. Dep. £2 

Canterbury 1.0. Kitchen and dining- room. 
City A., Municipal: bldgs. Dep. £2 


. 


+*Sale T.C.—Reconstruction of town hall and 


extensions. Bertram Finch, 
JULY 15. : ; 
Barmouth U.D.C.—Nine houses at 2 sites. S., 
Council Offices. Dep. £2 2s. 


houses at 


Crompton U. vay any pairs of 
nr. Old- 


Trent-rd. E. & Town Hall, Shaw, 
ham. Dep. 
estate, Wakefield- pe Pe ge Dep. £2 2: 


16. 
t*Forden R. D.c a houses at Lian Dyssi. 


Walter B. Bond, F.R.I.C.S., 3, Newhall-st., Bir- 
mingham, sce 

Rugby D.C.—40 houses at 2 sites. D. G. 
McVinme, a I.Mun.E., 8., 24, Warwick-st. Dep. 


£2 2s. 

*Shefheld T.C.—Bus garage with engineering 
workshops at Herries-rd. City A., Town Hall. 
Dep. £5 5s. 

Y 18. 


JUL 
*Bootle C.B.—16 dwellings near Ford Station, 
yp ag 15 (f). B.E. & S8., Town Hall. Dep. 


oe te U.D.C.—33 houses at Elstree Hill 


£1 s 
Pontefract T.C.—14 bungalows at mehney ¥ 








A Specialised Service and System 
of Construction for Architects 

As specialists, HELICON design, 
design and construct, or construct only, 
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Ferro-Cencrete Design and 


Construction Many of the finest 
buildings in the country today are 
constructed by Helicon. Architeets and 
engineers appreciate the specialised 
advice which is so necessary in this 
form of construction. 


Pre-Cast and “In Situ’? Floors F 


Helicon floors are light, rigid, fire- 
proof, sound-resisting and hygienic, and 
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ments. Speedy erection makes them 
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Pre-Cast Concrete and Cast Stone 


For free advice on this or on any type 
of ferro-concrete construction, call, 
write or ‘phone for a technical repre- 
sentative co call. 


THE HELICAL BAR & 
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estate. E. & S., Council Offices, Uxbridge-rd., 
Stanmore. Be £2 2s. 

Horncastle T.C.—Three pairs 
Bucknall. Wm. Saunders & Partners, 
Gate, Newark-on-Trent. Dep. £2 2s. 

Ormskirk U.D.C.—54 houses at Richmond-ave., 
Burscough. S., Council Offices. Dep. £2 2s. 

*St. Helens C.B.—Dining-room and kitchen 
for Gerard R.C. and Windle R.C. Schools. 
Director of Education, Education Office. Dep. 


of houses at 
24, Castle 


Qs. 
*Wimbledon T1T.C.—Conversion of “Eagle 
House,” High-st., into four flats. B.E. & S., 
Town Hall. Dep. £2 2s. 
JULY 19. 

Beverley R.D.C.—10 houses at Brantingham. 
G. Palfreyman, E. & S., 36, Market-pl. Dep. 
£1 Is. 

*Blandford Forum T.C.—(a) Service road, and 
(b) erection of 5 blocks-of 4 flats at Fairfield, 
Salisbury-rd. L. Magnus Austin (F.), 51, Town- 


gate-st., Poole. Dep. £2 2s. 

Docking R.D.C. —Nine pairs of bungalows at 
3 sites. E. -_ Housing Officer, Council 
Offices. aes: £2 2 


Seaton U.D.C. —-Four pairs of houses at Blyth- 
st. estate. S., — il Offices, Seaton Delavel. 


ULY 20. 

*New Sarum Tes flats at Bemerton 
Heath estate, Salisbury. City E., Council 
House. Bourne Hifl, Salisbury. Dep. £2 2s. 

*Penge U.D.C.—-86 flats at Croydon-rd. E. & 
§., Town Hall, Anerley-rd., S.E.20. Dep. £5 5s. 

* Wycombe .C.—Six pairs of houses (Group 
A) and 6 pairs of bungalows (Group B) at 
Bourne End estate. J. M. Smith (F.), Architect 
& S., 100, Easton-st., High Wycombe. Dep. 


£3 3s 
JULY 21, 
Ciun R.D.;.—Four houses with roads, etc., at 
Marton No. 2 seaeme. C., Council pai The 
Square, Bishor’s Castle. Dep. £2 2 


*Salop C.C.---Conversion of part of stable block 
into gymnasium, changing rooms and science 
room, A. & . Chant, County A. Dep. £2 2s. 


JULY 22. 
*Barking T.C.—Sports Pavilion at 
Green. Boro’ A., Town Hall. Dep. £2 
*Beckenham T.C.—20 maisonettes at croy don. 
rd., Coney Hall, West Wickham. B.E. & S. 
Town Hall. Dep. £2. 
Strood R.D.C.—12 houses and 4 flats at Chapel- 


i 


rd., Grain. E. & S., \miacon Offices, Frinds- 
bury Hill. Dep. £5 5 


JULY ae 

*Bexhill T.C.—16 houses with fencing and 

drainage at Linfield-rd. B.E. & S., Town Hall. 
Dep. £2 2s. 


JULY 25. 
*Canvey Island U.D.C.—Five pairs of houses 
and 8 blocks of flats at Long-rd. Cockrill & 
Fowles (A. & F.), 35, Weston- -chbrs., Southend- 


on-Sea. Dep. £2 2s. 

*Chingford T.C.—14 pairs of houses at Board- 
man-ave., ‘—— estate. B.E. & S., Town 
Hall. Dep. £2 2 


t*Iisle of Wight C.C.—(1) Erection of County 
Primary School at Nine Acres Newport; (2) 
erection of County Primary Sc hool at Lowther- 
ville, Ventnor. County A., County Hall, New- 
port. Dep. £3 3s. Tenders by August 22. 


JULY 26. 

Runcorn U.D.C.—Three shops at Castle-rise 

estate. E. &S., Town Hall. ep. £2 2s. 
JULY 29. 

Hove T.C.—30 blocks of flats in 3 contracts 
at Sunninghill estate. B.S., Town Hall. Dep. 
£3 3s. each contract. 

AUGUST 2. 


Oswestry T.C.—74 houses at Shrewsbury-rd. 
site. 8. Fox. Davies, M. Inst.R.A., Memorial Hall, 
Oswestry. Dep. £5 

AUGUST 3 


"Chesterfield R.D.C.—44 houses at various 
sites. E. & S., Rural Council House, Saltergate. 


Dep. £2 2s. 
NO DATE. 

Edmonton T.C.—98 house at Park-la., 
Waltham Cross. Architect’s Dept. Town Hall. 
Dep. £5 5s. 

“Guildford T.C.—Combined public convenience 
and sub-station. B.E., Municipal Offices. Dep. 


Maidstone R.D.C.—64 houses and flats at 
Bearsted. C., Council Offices, 26, Tonbridge-rd 
Dep. £2 2s. 


PAINTING, ELECTRIC LIGHTING, 
ete ee ETC. 


JUL 
*L.C. 2 —Repainting of ei andsw <a Bridge. 


Chief E., County Hall. Dep. £2 
ROADS, SEWERAGE AND 
WATER WORKS 
A... »% t 
Chertse U.D.C.—Roads and sewers a 
Brighton ne. estate E. & S., Council Officer 
Dep. £2 2s. 


Devizes T. er ey and manholes at Brick- 
ley-la. estate. B.S. & Water E., The Chequers 


m.w.49 Dep. £2 2s. 
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Sittingbourne and Milton U.D.C.—Roads and 
sewers at a xd rd. site. E. & 8S., Town 
Hall. Dep. 

JULY 1 

likley U.D.C.—Road tty, ‘sewers at Menston 
site. A. Skinner, M.I.Mun.E., Whitton Croft- 
rd. Dep. £2 2s. 

JULY 13. ; 
Bedworth U.D.C.—Surface dressing of roads. 


E. &°S., 134, Newtown-rd. 
Bournemouth C.B.—Roads and sewers at 
Kinson estate. B.E. Dep. £1 1s. 
JULY 15, 


Elstree R.D.C.—Roads and sewers at King 
Edward-rd., Shenley. E. & S., Shenley-rd.. Bore- 
ham Wood. Dep. £2 2s. 

JULY 20. 

Stoke-on-Trent T.C.—Roads 
Lyme-rd. estate. City E. & S., 
Dep. £5 (Treasury notes). 

JULY 23. 

*Petworth R.D.C.—Road and 
Kirdford site. F. J. Hodgson (C.) 
st., Guildford. Dep. £2 2s. 


and sewers at 
Town Hall. 


site works at 
, 2, Chertsey- 


JULY 25. 
Bridgwater R.D.C.—Construction of water 
supply at Over Stowey. Lemon & Blizard, 24, 
Lockyer-st., Plymouth. Dep. £3 3s. 


Norwich T.C.—Roads and sewers at Wood- 
lands estate. City E. Dep. £2 2s. 
JULY 26. 


“Hartley Wintney R.D.C.—Sewage oe arm 
and pumping station at Hawley.  E. &., 
Council Offices. 
JULY 30. 
Dorchester R.D.C.—Construction of water 
supply works, stage 1, and extension of pump- 
ing station at Forston. W. Herbert Bateman & 


Partners, Chesterfield House, Batheaston, Bath. 
Dep. £5 5s. 
‘ AUGUST 27. 
Wigton R.D.C.—Sewerage and sewage dis- 


K. Rodwell, 


works at Aspatria. W. 
.E., Yorks. 


posal 
A.M.I.C 29, High-st., Wetherby, 
Dep. £3 3s. 


GENERAL BUILDING WORK 
(LONDON) 


Islington.—PusLic Hovuse.—Messrs. Charring- 
ton & Co., Ltd., propose new licensed premises 
* south corner, Kingsbury-terr. and Kingsbury- 
rd. 

Lamheth.— Houses AnD Ftats. — Housing 
Comm. propose further 46 dwellings as exten- 
sion to Bonham-rd. site. The architects are 
Messrs. Gollins, Melvin & Partners, A.R.I.B.A 
21, Russell-sq., W.C.1 

Lewisham. Lavan AND CtuBROoM.—L.C.C. 
propose communal laundry and _  clubroom. 
Heathside Housing Estate, at £12,250 

Oak Hill.—Conversion.—Essex C ¢. propose 
converting Brookfield Hospital. into occupa- 
tional centre for the Public Health Authority. 

Shoreditch.—FLats.—Plans for 40 flats, Colville 
estate, approved by L.C.C. Plans by Archi- 
tect’s Dept., Town Hall, Old-st., E.C.1 

Shoreditch.—F.ats AND Lavnpnixs.—118 flats 
and two Jaundries proposed by L.C.C., Benfleet- 
pl. area. Architect’s Dept., County Hall. 

Shoreditch. —Fiats.—L.C.C. propose 48 flats, 
Whiston estate (Dove-row). The architect. is 
Victor eae F.R.LB.A., 12, York-bldgs., 
Adelphi, W.C.2 

Shoreditch. —Ft ATS 
— 59 flats and a laundry. 

L.C.C. Architect’s Dept. 

yp Sa Newington.—Cuurcnu Hatit.—T.P. Comm 
approved proposal to erect a hall at rear of 
R.C. church, uverie-rd, 

Walthamstow.—Pusiic Hovuse.—Messrs. Tru- 
man, Hanbury, Buxtén & Co.,, Ltd., 91, Brick-la., 
E.1, considering new licensed premises in The 
Avenue. 

Walthamstow. — Factory Extension. — B.C. 
approved extension to ‘‘Supermet Works,” 
Argall-ave., for Mr. H. A. Clark, the owner. 

Waithamstow.—Factory Extenston.—Messrs. 
Glendining (Road), Ltd., propose extending 
their factory, 89-91, Shernhall-st. 

Walthamstow.—Factory.—A factory - Suther- 
eae -rd. is proposed by Messrs. E. & R. Fuller, 


AND Launpry.—L.C.C. to 
Wilkes-pl. Plans 


Walthamstow.—Factory ExtTension.—Messrs. 
A. A. Freeman, Ltd., 247, Wood-st., E.17, pro- 
pose extensions to their factory. 

Walthamstow. — Encine House. — Permission 
being sought for erection of an engine house, 
Golden Arrow Works, Argall-ave. 

Walthamstow.—F actory.—Messrs. G. E. Jones 


& Sons (Machine Parts), Ltd., Lea Bridge 
Factory Estate, E.10, propose new factory, 
Argall-ave. 

Walthamstow.—Factory ExtTension.—An _in- 
strument dept. proposed by Messrs. Baird and 
Tatlock, Ltd., at ‘“‘Higham Lodge,” Black- 
horse-la., for which Messrs Easton and 


GHE BUILDER 


Robertson. F.R.I.B.A., 54, Bedford-sq., W.C.1, 
are the architects. 
Walthamstow. — Factory REcoNsTRUCTION. — 


Messrs. Shaw and Lloyd, F./A.R.1.B.A., 74, Gt. 


Russell-st., W.C.1, are architects for proposed 

reconstruction and alterations to = factory 

premises, 123, Longfellow-rd. 
(PROVINCIAL) 


Adwick-le-Street.—U.D.C. propose 30 houses 
Woodlands, at £36,273. Surveyor, W. 8. Ellis. 


_Armagh.—U.D.C. propose 102 houses, Folly 
site. 

Barnard Castle.—North-Eastern Housing 
Association, Ltd., to build 48 houses. Plans by 


Gibbs, North-Eastern Housing Associa- 
tion, Metrovick House, Newcastle. 
Belfast.—Corpn. propose 65 new schools on 
long-term basis at est. cost of £7,296, 
Belper.—R.D.C. propose 14 houses, 
Woodhouse, and four, Main-rd., Lea. 
Birkenhead.—T.C. propose eight shops, six 
maisonettes and two flats, Brackenwood estate, 
at £28,032. Boro’ E., B. Robinson. 
Birmingham.—E.C. propose two schools and 
community centre, Radnal House estate. 
Boiton.—T.C. propose adapting Egerton Lodge 
as hoste] for aged at £10,200. 
Bootle.—T.C. approved plans by M.O.H. for 
an hostel, Connolly House, Balliol-rd. 
Brierley Hill—U.D.C. propose 50 houses. 
Plans by J. R. Moore, Moor-st., Brierley Hill. 
Bromsgrove.—U.D.C. propose 48 houses, Char- 
ford housing estate. Approved plans: Police 


alice 


cottages, Barrington-rd. and Gunner-la., and 
probation office, Roslyn, Birmingham-rd.. for 
C.C.; meeting-rooms, Whetty-la. and New-rd., 


Rubery, for British Legion. 
Chorley.—M.O.E. approved 
C. of KE. School; St. John, 
proposed by School Managers at £12,000. 
Coventry.—T.C. received M.O.H. approval ‘in 
principle for a swimming bath, Livingston-rd. 


adaptations to 
Whittle-le-Woods, 


Derby.—T.C. propose 74 houses, Chadderton 
Hall estate. ‘ 
Devonport.—Admiralty to acquire 154 acres 


for Dockyard extensions. Twelve-year scheme 
to cost £5 millions. 
Dewsbury.—B.C. 
Chickenley. 
Durham.—C.C. propose a welfare and health 
clinic, Hetton-le-Hole. County Architect, G. R. 
Clayton, Court-la., Durham City. 

Easington. —R.D.C. to proceed with 110 houses 
on 11 sites to plans by the Surveyor, Council 
Offices, Easington. 


JACONELLO LTD. 


Specialists in Laying 
Armstrong’s Accotile 


FLOORING 


ALSO 


propose primary school, 
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East Howe.—Bournemouth Corpn. propose 13 
houses, Kinson estate, at £167,750. Surveyor, 
W. J. H. Cowling. 

Essex.—Standing Joint Comm. and Sites Sub. 
Comm. propose 59 police houses at various sites 
at est. cost of £106,000. 

Felinfach. aan Marketing Board propose q 
factory at £90,00 


Fleet.—U.D.C. aie 14 houses, Reading-rd. 


South. 

Gateshead.—An industrial health clinic is pro 
posed, Bensham Hospital, under a_ Nuthejd 
Trust. P. H. Knighton, architect, Newcastle 


Hospital Board, Osborne-rd., Newcastle. 

Gloucester.—C.C. propose acquiring 400 acres 
at Matson for housing. City Architect is pre 
paring comprehensive scheme. 

Halifax.—B.C. propose 3% aged 
bungalows, Willowfield, Burnley-rd. 

Hanley.—Plans have been prepared for a new 
Theatre Royal. 

Hartley Wintney.—R.D.C.’s Housing Commit. 
tee propose 80 hauses on various sites, including 
37 at Crondall. 

Hebburn-on-Tyne.—U.D.C. propose 
about 46 acres, Hebburn Lakes area, 
ing developments. 

Jarrow.—T.C. has 
houses, South Team estate. 
kins, Town Hall. 

Kilmatiock.—Limerick C.C. propose 26 houses 


on nearby site. 

Lancs.—C.C. proposals to be submitted to 
M.E. for adaptations, Bleasdale House, Silver- 
dale; new school ginics at Apull, Droylsden, 
Bacup, Huyton, Mosley, Litherland, Little 
Lever and Ormskirk; sec. mod. sch., Middle. 
ton. Plans by Lyon & Israel, London. Est. 
cost £205,495. 

Lancs.—_R.D.C. propose 10 houses, Clayton- 
le-Woods; six, Coppull; and 12, Barbers Moor 


persons’ 


acquiring 
for hous. 


approved plans for a. 
Boro’ E., H. 


site, Croston. 

Mansfield.—T.C. propose 156 houses, Lady- 
brook housing site, 3oro’ A., E. A. Heppen- 
stall. 

Newcastle.—Staffordshire Ed. Comm. have 


submitted to M.E. plans for proposed county 
prim. sch., Hempstalls Farm, at £88,000; agreed 


to purchase site, Wolstanton, for Bradwell 
estate proposed new county prim. sch. 

Newcastle-on-Tyne.—R. & W. Hawthorn Les 
lie & Co., Ltd., marine engineers, St. Peter’s 
Works, Newcastle, propose additions to their 
works. 

Newcastle-on-Tyne.—Hetherington & Wilson, 
County-chbis., 52, Westgate-rd., Newcastle, are 
architects for alterations to Grapes Hotel, 


for James Deuchar, Ltd. Plans have 
Taylor & Son, St. 


Grace-st., Y 
been prepared by J. W. 


James’ -bldgs. Gallowgate, “Newcastle, for 
alterations to printing works, Clavering-pl., for 
Smith & Sons (Newcastle), Ltd —wW. J. Smith, 


Newcastle, is architect for 14 
houses to be erected, Slingsby- gdns., by 
Bell & Son, builders, Brunswick- pl., Neweas stle. 
—Cackett, Burns Dick & McKellar, 21, Ellison- 
pl... Newcastle, are architects for proposed 
boilerhouse on Coast-rd. for Lees Bakeries. 


1, Granville-rd. 


Nerthenden.—New factory is proposed, 
Harper-rd., for W. R. W alker. Plans by H. 
Hankinson, L.R.I.B.A., 3, The Downs, Altrin- 


cham. 

Northumberiand.—E.C. proposes 
and kitchens at Lynemouth County 
Morpeth R.C., Newburn Hall County 
and Walbottle County Primary and R.C. 
Plans by County Architect (W. W. 
County Haljl. Newcastle-on-Tyne. 

Oldham.—T.C. approved plans, covered pas- 
sage and offices, George-st., for Iron and Hard- 
ware Co.; extensions to works, Pennant-st., for 
H. Fisher (O/M), Ltd..—T.C. propose Central 
Establishment Laundry adjoining Glodwick 
Baths; to acquire Wellington Lodge, Welling- 
ton-rd., and adapt as home for aged. 

Oxford.—Special Services Sub-Committee pro- 


dining-room 
Primary 
Primary, 
sc hools. 
Tasker), 


pose a canteen on White House site, South 
Oxford; kitchen and dining-hall, St. Barnabas 
C.E. School. 


Rainford.—U.D.C. propose 90 houses rear of 
Bank Villas. Plans by W. L. Mather, M.Inst. 
R.A., surveyor to Skelmersdale U.D.C. 

Salford.—T.C. propose 32 flats and 4 shops, 
Langworthy estate. A. Walker, G.M., 
M.I.C.E., F s.I., City E. 
Salop.—E. C.’s building programme for 1%0 
is as follows :—Ellesmere (junior and infants’ 
sch.); Madeley (junior and infants’ sch.); 
Shrewsbury (one infants’ and one infants’ and 
innior sch.); Whitchurch (infants’ . sch.); 
Pontesbury (modern sch.); Wellington (junior 
sch.); Newport (modern sch.); Much Wenloch 
(junior sch.); Oswestry (infants’ sch.); Shaw- 
bury/Moreton Corbet (primary  sch.), and 
Wrockwardine Wood (primary sch.). 

Sedgefield.—K.D.C. to build 68 houses, 
Windlestone. and 28. Trimdon. Plans by sur- 
veyor. J. Farran, Council Offices, Sedgefield, 
Co. Durham. 

Skipton.—R.D.C. 
grave. 

Southampton.—Housing Comm. propose 
houses, Harefield, and 128, Millbrook, for which 
plans have been ‘approved. 

Seeond- —T.C. go owe " wet 
st. . Higson, B.Sc., I.C.E., 


propose 22 houses, Gar 


Corporation- 
Boro’ §. 
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Staffs.—C.C. pregose kitchen and dining-room, 
cia, A. C. H. Stillman, County Archi- 


~ Sunderiand. —Lane, Fox & Co., Ltd., builders, 
Fulwell, Sunderland, propose 56 -houses, Marina- 


ay. 

Sunderland.—Plans have been prepared by 
D. A. Roberts, 90, Westmorland-rd., Newcastle- 
on-Tyne, for the erection of Co- -OD. sees. Sea- 
rd., Fulwell.—W. & T. R. Milburn, Faweett- 
st., Sunderland, are architects for he follow- 
ing: additions to Blue Bell Hotel, Fulwell-rd. ; 
erection of new licensed premises, Pleasant- TOW ; 
alterations to Ivy public-house, Worcester-st. 
rebuilding Commercial] Vaults, Green- st., Sunder: 
land; and alterations to Hendon Station Hotel, 
Hendon- rd. 

Urmston.—U.D.C. approved extensions, Traf- 
ford Park-rd. premises, for Carborundum Co., 


Lid.; extensions to workshops, Mellors-rd., for 
Superheater Co., Ltd. 
Uttoxeter.—U.D.C. received M.O.H. approval 


for attested shed in 
£14,000. 

Wallasey.—B.C. to acquire site, Poulton-rd., 
for extensions, Somerville Primary School; re- 
ceived M.O.H. sanction for 20 houses at £27, 744, 
also 14 houses, Twickenham-dr. Plans approved 
for extensiens, Gandy Belt Works, Wheatland- 


a. 
Wirksworth.—_U.D.C. propose extensions and 
improvements to waterworks. 


TENDERS 


* Denotes accepted. 

t Denotes provisionally accepted. 

t Denotes recommended for acceptance. 

§ Denotes — subject to modification. 

{ Denotes accepted by H.M. Government 

Departments. 

Abergavenny.—40 houses 
estate, for T.C. B.S., 
Hill, Brecon-rd., Abergavenny, 
i 2 a & Son, Mill-st., 
£26,800 (20). 

tetenats —Eight houses at Westbourne-dr.. 


Uttoxeter Smithfield, at 


at- Liwynu Farpn 
Town Hall; *Foster & 
£26,800 (20) ; 
Abergavenny, 


for U.D.C.: *H. Watkinson & Sons, Ltd., 25, 
Park-rd., Yeadon. 

Atherton.—52 houses at _ Brierfield-av., for 
U.D.C. Architects, J. Prestwich & Sons. 


Bradshawgate-chbis., Leigh: *G. Moss & Sons, 
Ltd., Pennington Sawmills, Leigh. 

Aycliffe, Co. Durham.—Factory extension for 
Disabled Persons’ Employment Corporation. 
Architects, Cordingley & McIntyre, The College, 
Durham City: *William Moss’ & Sons, 28, St. 
Mary’s+pl., Newcastle-on- Tyne 1. 

Billingham-on-Tees. — Six farm workers’ 
houses at Wolviston, for U.D.C. Architects, 
Kitching & & Co., 21, Albert- rd., Middlesbrough : 
"Isley & Nic holson, Billingham, £7,185 (subject 
to MH approval). 


Brighton.—Factory at  Hollingbury estate 
Light Industrial area. for C.B. Westmore & 
Sanders, qarchitects. P. J. Howe, M.Inst.C.E., 

«& 

Field & "Cox, Ltd., Brighton .. . £35,570 
Clarke Barton & Co., Ltd., Surrey 35,504 
McKellar & Westerman Lid., Hove ... 35,401 
Rice & Son, Ltd.. S.W.9 s 34,386 
Norman Sinclair, ‘Ltd., W.13 -- 352,892 
*Gorham Contractors, ‘Ltd., Goring- by- 


Sea 31,894 
Camberwell.—48 three- storey flats at Lordship- 
la. estate, for B.C.: *C. H. Graff, Ltd., £96,980 
(subject. to L.C.C. Joan sanction). 

Coulsdon and Purley.—Houses for U.D.C. 20 
at Hazelwood-gr. and Leighten-gdns.: *W. J. 
Frewing, Lid., £29,443; 12 at same site: *H. 
Bacon & Son, Ltd., £17,664; 20 at Dulverton- 
rd., Selsdon: *R. F. Warry, Ltd., £30,200 (all 
subject to M.H. approval). 

Croydon.—Houses and flats at} New Addington 
estate, south-east section, for B.C.: *J. Laing 
& Son, Ltd., Mill Hill, £117.34) (90 houses). ; 
*S. A. Gregory (Builders & Co ractors) “Ltd., 
27, Chapel-rd., Worthing £92,000 (80 flats) ; 
*E. H. Smith (Croydon), Ltd., 48, Wellesley-rd.. 
Croydon, £41,577 (32); *Grace & Marsh New 
Bridge Works. Waddon, £33,759 (26); *Siggs & 
Chapman, Ltd., Tithe Barn Works, Purley-way, 


Croydon, ' £33,045 (26); *R. Mansell. Ltd., 17, 
Grant-rd., Croydon, £33,223 (26); *Wates, Ltd. 
1258, London. rd., S.W.16, £86,355 (66). (All sub. 
ject to M.H. approval.) 


Dagenham.—Works for B.C. 24 flats at East- 
brook estate: *Direct Labour. £29,436; 26 
houses at Blackborne estate: *S. R. Bryett, 
£31,851. 

Durham.—Four houses for farm workers at 
Honghall, for ©.C.: *H. F. Mole, Chester-le- 
Street, £7,042. 

Edinburgh.— Block of multi-storey flats, for 

rporation, for which the architects and con- 
sultant engineers are Williamson & Hubbard, 
Royal Bank-bldgs., High-st., Kirkcaldy, Fife. 
A.G. Forgie, Master of Works, Municipal-bldgs.. 
Parliament- sq., Edinburgh: Reinforced con- 
crete and piling works, etc., *Donald Smith, 
Seymour & Rooley, 204, West George-st., Glas- 
gow, W.: building ‘work. etc *Hep burn 
Brothers, Ltd., Westfield-rd. Contracting Works, 


Edinburgh.—Extension to creamery buildings 
for Ediabereh & Dumfries-shire Dairy Co., Ltd., 


THE BUILDER 


F. Rea, architect, 34, 
London, W.2: *Bovis, 

7. (Cost £25,000.) 
water bottling 


West Bryston-rd. G. 
Palace-court, Bayswater, 
Ltd., 1, Stanhope-gate, W. 
Felling-on-Tyne.— Mineral 
factory, for G. Towers. Architect, C. 8. Erring- 
ton, 46. Grainger-st., Newcastle: *Wilson Engi- 
neering Co., 44, Dean-st., Newcastle. 
Gateshead.— Extensions for Ideal 
Purveyors, Gateshead. Architects, 


Services 
Arthur & 


Kirkup, Swinburne-st., Gateshead: *J. Milne & 
Sons, Coatsworth-rd., Gateshead, 

Greenwich.—Works for B.C. B. E. 4 8S. Quan- 
tities by G. F. K. White, F-R.1.C.S. 40 flats at 
Coldbath-st., Lewisham :— 

Tersons, Lid., E.C.1 £85,047 
Herbert Richardson & Sons, ‘Ltd. ” Cray- 

ford, Kent... 83,978 
Gorham (Contractors), Ltd., WwW i 83,587 
The Bunting Construction a Ltd., 

S.W.2 83,312 
F. Troy & Co., Lt@., S.E.1 82.446 
Amalgamated Building “Contractors, 

Ltd., S.W.1 F .-- 80,055 
Gee, Walker & Slater, Ta W.l- .-. 79,472 
*Unera_ Construction Co., Ltd., 386, 

Kensington High-st., WwW 14 ea ... 78,787 

36 flats at Tuskar-st. 
Tersons, Ltd., E.C.1 = £59,136 
Gorham (Contrac tors), Ltd, W.1 58,120 
F. Troy & Co., Ltd, 55,900 
Herbert Richardson’ & head ‘Ltd., "Cray- 

ford. Kent 5,862 
The. Bunting Construction Co., Ltd., 

S.W.2 55,383 
PE ‘Building “Contractors, 

Ltd., S.W.1 «. 54,239 
Unera ‘ deiairaalins Co.. Ltd., W.14 53,505 
*Gee, Walker & Slater, Ltd., 100, Park- 

la., W.1 52,345 
Heston and Isleworth.—10 blocks of four fiat 
at Hounslow West estate. Section B, for T.C.: 


*Gee, Walker & Slater, Ltd., £47,225 (subject 
to M.H. approval). 

Heywood.—44 houses for T.C.: *James Berry, 
Ltd., Chapel-st., Heywood. 

Holy Island.— Coastguard station: *J. & W. 
Lowry, Corporation-st., Newcastle. 

Liverpool. —Works, for T.C.: 78 flats at Park- 
la., *C. J. Doyle & Sons, Ltd., £114,684; 108 
flats and 12 houses at Beaumont-st., *Tysons 
(Contractors), Ltd., Liverpool, £181,537; 24 flats 
at Devonshire-pl., *Cregeen & Sons, Ltd., 
£34,552; 48 flats at W averley -rd., Sefton Park, 
*Machee & Partners, Ltd., £67,345; 102 flats at 
Byles-st., *C. J. Doyle & Sons, Ltd., £148,742; 
30 flats at Grampian-rd., *C. J. Doyle & Sons. 
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Ltd., Ninnet-la., Sefton 
Park, £42,305; 23 
houses at Dorothy-st., Building ‘Co., 
£28,215; 24 flats at Hardy-st., *C. J. Doyle & 
Sons, Ltd., £36,351; 36 flats at Bevington Hill 
and 2 flats at Virgil-st., -*Direct Labour, 
a 000 and £35,000. 

L.c.6.—Cleaning, of West- 
minster Bridge :— 
Painting & Maintenance 5 geal 


£46,859; 30 flats at 
*Machee & Partners, Ltd 
*Sefton 


repainting, etc., 


Ltd., Westminster ... 14,765 
Willow Construction Co., ‘Holborn. 14.505 
Bishop & Clarke, Ltd., Horley, ans 12,742 
S. C. Grover, Ltd.. Forest Gate . «» 12,096 
H. D. Carter, Ltd., Islington .. 12,078 
Robinson & Co., Paddington <a .» 11,846 
C. Wilson (Steeplejacks), Ltd., Man- 

chester . : pm ws Jhaee 
Thomas Cotton, ‘Litd., Mansfield ... --- 10,884 
Cc. & T Painters, Ltd., Harlesden ... 10,608 
George M. Carter (Erectors), 7 

Waddon, Surrey an 9,680 
Sprayway, Lid., St. Marylebone toy 9,566 
William Latimer & Co., Ltd., Newcastle- 

on-Tyne ... 9,540 
Richardsons of Harrow, North Harrow 9,277 
George Jones & Son Cpetenatenny, Ltd., 

Kensington 252 
W. %. Pickering | & Sons, Ltd., Watford’ 3.998 
Adlon Erectors, Ltd., Raynes Pack .- 8,931 
*C. A. Hayes & Sons, Lid., Bristol... 7,805 
Chief engineer’s comparable estimate is 
£9,021 9s. 


Contract of W. & C. French, Ltd., Buckhurst 
Hill, Essex, Bie B for roads and sewers and 
erection of about 1,219 dwellings at Harold 
Hill, Essex. 

London (Air Ministry).—Contracts to value 
of £500 or over for week ended June 25. 


Electrical work: City Electrical Co., td., 

London, W.C.1. Resurfacing roads: Generai 

Asphalte Co., Lid., London, S.W.1. 
(M.0O.W.).—Contracts placed by 


{London 
M.O.W. for week ended June 18:— 
London : Royal Victoria Docks, Customs Office, 


G. H. Miller & Co., Lid.. Thorpe-rd., Forest 
Gate. Cardiganshire: G.P.E., Aberporth, Addi- 
tional work, John Morgan (Builders), Ltd., 


Northumberland Lodge, Cathedral-rd., Cardiff. 
Cumberland : National School, Dalston, Adapta- 
tions and alterations, Irwin & Sons (Builders), 
Ltd., 178, Warwick-rd., Carlisle. Hampshire : 
Court-la. ‘School, Cosham. rome = 
rary school bldgs amper ra) ., 42a, 
Hertiande- rd., Fareham. Herts: M.N.J. M/ 
Food & C. & E., Welwyn Garden City, Offices, 
Frances Newton, 94, Tilehouse-st., Hitchin. 
Kent: Maidstone, 24 houses, G. E. Wallis & 
Sons, Ltd.. Broadmead-rd., Maidstone; South- 
borough High Brooms, County Primary School, 
Tunbridge ‘Wells, Dining-room and_ kitchen, 
Henry Kent (Bldrs.), Ltd., 51, Beacon-rd., Hither 
Green, S.E.13; London- rd., School, Westerham, 
Dining-room and kitchen, Henry_Ken (Bldrs.), 
Ltd., 51, Beacon-rd., Hither Green, S.E.13; 
Huntleys County Modern School, Culverden 
Down, Tunbridge Wells. Dining-room, kitchen 
and scullery. Charles W. Snazeil, Ltd., 20. St. 
John’s-rd., Tunbridge Wells. Sussex : Council 
School, Aldingbourne, Temporary school bidgs., 
Crosby & Co., Ltd., Lion Works, West-st., 
Farnham. Yorks - Greystones County School, 
Tullibardine-rd., Sheffield, Kitchen and dining- 
room, Ackroyd & Abbott, 45-47, Willoughby _ 
Sheffield; Woodside County School, Botsford-s' 
Rutland-rd., Sheffield, Kitchen and dining- oun 
Ackroyd & Abbott, 45-47, Wiloughiy #- 
Sheffield: South Parade Modern School, Clee Kr 
heaton, Temporary — ., Higgs & Hi 
33, S nl’s-st.. Le 
ut _eoee fy Dept.).— Works contracts 
placed by War Dept. for week ended June 18 :— 
Yorks : Miscellaneous work, J. Roxby Surtees, 
Lid. Blackhill. Co. Durham. Leics : Hutting 
work, F. L. Mildred & Co., Ltd., South Wigston. 
Somerset: Painting work. Harold G. Oates, 
Litd., Bradford. Hampshire a Miscellaneous 
vogan, London, S. 
eS to Northgate Institu- 
tion. Architects. J. W. Hanson & Son, on 


umberland-st.. Newcastle: *J. Dodds & Sons 
ie Factory at Byker, for ‘eedlaiia 
Heating Co. Architects, Arthur & Kirkup, 


Swinburne-st., Gateshead: *J. T. Bennison & 


Sons, Low Fell, Gateshead, 
Newcastle-on-Tyne.— 
Ord estate for City Council. G. Kenyon, City 
A.. 18, Cloth-market. Newcastle: *C. §. Hogg, 
Ltd., 259, Two Ball Lonnen, Newcastle-on-Tyne. 
Oakengates.—18 houses and four bungalows, 
for U.D.C.: *Wm. Sharratt, Church-la., Wolver- 
hampton. nee es 
Southampton.—Erection of new infants’ schoo 
at Botley- " for C.B. Boro’ A. Quantities by 
Horance W. Langdon & Every, 5, Cumberland- 
1., Southampton 
"Gocham tOamtractors); Ltd. W.1 


houses at Blackett- 


o> 
6,950 


Rice & Son, Ltd., Southampten ... 
ae & Lumsden, Ltd., Southampton 76-330 
A. E. Jukes & Son, Ltée. Southampton 75,839 
Wm T. Nicholls (Southern), Ltd., i 
Southampton .. 74,870 
A. J. Dunning & Sons (Weyhill), Ltd., -| 
eo ~ - 74,110 
C. Janes. Ltd.. 73,751 
Teightons Mutt late mia. Wi 72,533 
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R. H. Powis, Ltd.. Wembley 
*Tersons, Ltd., 1, Seward-st., 
rd., London, BO? ; 70,778 
South Kesteven.—Houses for U.D.C. ‘Bight at 


ov, aoe! deROGD 
Goswell- 








UNITE FOR STRENGTH 











10,000 


BUILDERS 








are now members of the 


FEDERATION 
OF MASTER 
BUILDERS 


The Largest Truly Representative 
Organisation in the Industry 





ENROL NOW 


SUBSCRIPTION £4.4.0 p.a. 


LONDON REGION—37 AREAS 
And over 80 PROVINCIAL BRANCHES 





"Phone or write: 


Secretary : 
26, Gt. Ormond St., Holborn, W.C.1 


Tel.: CHAncery 7583 (4 lines) 


Telegrams: ‘‘ EFEMBE, Holb, London’’ 


The address of your Branch Secretary 
will be forwarded. 











THE BUILDER 


Baston: *L. P. Longland, Langtoft, Pete>. 
borough ; 14 at Market Deeping: *H. J. Firmin, 
Peterborough ; four at Tallington: *W. Ferrar 
& Son, Peterborough. 

States of Guernsey.—16 houses at Route du 
Picquerel, Vale. 4 Heggs, States Engineer, 
States Office: *W. E. Hammond, 89, Village-rd., 
Gosport, Hants. 


Stockton-on-Tees.—104 houses at Roseworth 
site, for T.C. A. G. Sinclair, 28, The Square, 
Thistle Green, Stockton, Boro’ A’: *Lane, Fox 
& Co., Ltd., Fulwell, Sunderland. 

Sitratford-upon- Avon.—20 houses at Clopton 
estate, for T.C. P. C. Smart, B.E. Quantities 


by J. E. Bagnall & Son: 
Builders, 2, Loxley-rd., 
£27,092. 

Taunton.—80 dwellings at Wellsprings estate, 


*Stratford-upon-Avon 
Stratford-upon-Avon, 


for T.C. C. Bacon (F.), Boro’ Housing A., 
Architect’s Dept., 2, Baldwin-rd.: *F. & E. 
Small, Priory, Taunton, £71,577; *Stansell & 
Sons (Taunton), Lid., Billet-st., Taunton, 
£46,240 (subject to M. H. approv al). 
Tonbridge.—Adaptatian of 30 buildings at 
Somerhill Park to form 60 bungalows: *Craft- 
cast, Ltd., £9,144 (subject to M.H. approval). 
Wandsworth.—Works for B.C. Erection of 
two-storey block of aged people’s dwellings 


forming second stage of development of Wen- 
delsworth Estate, viz. :— 


Clarke, Barton & Co., Ltd., Belmont ... £31,167 
Whyat (Builders), Ld. err nl 31,127 
. T. Oliver & Sons, Ld., 9 --- 30,552 
Georze Bd impey & Co., La. v xbrid; ge... 30,289 
H. Walker & Sons, Bristol .. ove 629,001 
Unera Construction Co. — Waa ... 29,338 
John Lewis Building, Ltd., wo a0,215 
Allsites, Ltd., S.W.1 vue: OAT 
A. J. Dunning “& Sons (We yhill), Ltd., i 
8.E.18 we. 27,329 
Grosvenor ‘Construction, Ltd., Ell 27,209 








Mt © sa 
STEEL- CRETE 


SUPER-HARD DUSTLESS SURFACES 
HAVE BANISHED ALL TROUBLES 
WITH OLD OR NEW 


FLOORS 


Inspect one that has withstood 
HEAVY TRUCKING FOR 25 YEARS 


STEEL-CRETE LTD. 


35, Avenue Chambers, Southampton Row, 
Londen, W.C.1. Tel.: HOLborn 8011 














BROAD-ACKESON 


CELLULAR BLOCKS 


eliminate wastage 


BROAD & CO. LTD., 4SOUTH WHARF 
PADDINGTON, W.2. PADdington 9091 


*Gorham (Contractors), Ltd., 


Erection of three-st 
Boundaries-rd. 
T. Ringham & Co., L 
HH, *2: 
F. Troy & Co., 
Hall Beddall & Co. 
George Parker & Sons 
Clarke Barton & Co., 


Oliver & cone, 





July 1 1949 


Worthi 
orey 


A. J. ~peaeet & Sons (Weyhill), 


E.18 
J. ; Hill & & Sons. 
H. Parfitt & Sons, I 
Gorham 
*Flowitt & Co., 


8. 






Washington.—5 38 houses for U.D.c. 
Ww | cl Cc 


Harrison, S., Council 


Durham: 


(Contractors), 


*Direct Labour, 


Offices, 
£69,9 


Whickham.—68 houses for U D. C. 


S.. Council Offices, 
*Direct Labour. 
Wycombe —12 bunga 


Whickham, 


lows 


ing... £25,%%%4 


block of 12 flats’ af 
housing scheme, Balham :— 


td., S.W.1 £26,898 
i. SW.9 26,73 
Ltd., 26,419 
Arr §.E.1. . 26,327 
s, Ltd., Peckham.. 25,7% 
Ltd., Belmont ... 25,457 

Ltd., 
coo Oe 
Ltd., Wembley 25,145 
itd., Wembley... 25.0% 
Ltd., Wor thing 24,915 
Ltd., S.W.19 . 24,843 
N."@ 


r— 


J. Fenbow, 
Gateshead: 


at Frieth, for R.D.C, 


J. M. Smith (F.), Architect to the R.D.C., 10, 
Easton-st., High Wycombe, Bucks: *Wilks & 
Beeks, Loudwater, Bucks, £9,606. 














[me ESSEX STEEL 
SCAFFOLDING < 


SMART'S LANE, 
LOUGHTON, ESSEX 


TEL.: LOUGHTON 295 
SALES HIRE 
ERECTION CRADLES 








WOOD BLOCK 
FLOORS 
STEVENS & ADAMS LTD. 


Victoria Works, 
Point Pleasant, Wandsworth, $.W.18 








Boyle's 


Patent 
“Alr Pump” 


Ventilator 





OVER TWO MILLION 


IN 


USE 








ROBERT BOYLE & SON 


VENTILATING ENGINEERS 
98, HERRIES STREET, KILBURN LANE, W.10 
Tel.: LADbreke 2879 
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WATerloo 5474. 
"Three Generations of Building . 
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HEAD OFFICE : 


Tel. : 


GALBRAITH 


BROTHERS 


BUILDERS 


CONTRACTORS 
& ENGINEERS 


LIMITED 


CAMBERWELL 


34 & 35, HIGH HOLBORN, LONDON, W.C.l 
CHAncery 7901-3 
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